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ABSTRACT 

This report presents the evaluat^-on of a court 
approved desegregation plan for elementary schools in the scKool 
district of the City of Erie^ Pennsylvania, starting with the school 
year in September 1975. The plan was that the d istrict • s elementary 
school would house grades K-5. Two elementary schools, Garfield and 
Longfellow, would close and pupils would be reassigned. The Harding 
school would continue as a city wide open enrollment school. Burton 
school, exempted by court, would not be balanced. Wayne school would 
be an. elementary school in transition, housing only grades 3-6. The 
district" S-* middle schools would house grades 6t8. The academic high 
schools would '\house grades 9-12. The report compares projected pupil 
statistics nndlar the proposed plan and actual pupil enrollment. Also 
presented are implementation activities for the Emergency' School Aid 
Act; desegregation plan for the second year; and the 
conceptualization', design, and implementation of an evaluation to 
measure the effect (if any) of desegregation on pupil achievement, 
interest in school, and self esteem. The findings of the study focus 
on a "smooth implementation of the desegregation plan . . .attriJbuted to 
careful planning and implementation activities". (Author/RJ) 



* ******************** 

* Documents acquired by ERIC include many informal unpublished * 

* materials not available from other sources. ERIC makes every effort * 

* to obtain the best copy available. Nevertheless, items of marginal * 

* reproducibility are often encountered and this affects the quality * 

* of the microfiche and hardcopy reproductions ERIC makes available * 

* via the ERIC Document Reproduction Service (EDRS) . EDRS is not ^ * 

* responsible for the quality of the original document. Reproductions * 

* supplied by EDRS are the best that can be made from the original. * 
************************* ********************************************** 



EKLC 



MAXI II PRACriCUM 

P RACTICUM^ TITLE 

Implementation and Evaluation of a Desegregation Model 

/ 

for the Erie, - Pennsylvania School District. 



by 

/ 

Frank C. Sala 

Submitted in partial fulfillment of the requirements for the 
Degree of Doctor of Education, Nova University. 



Erie Cluster 

Dr. William Bryan, Coordinator 
Maxi II 



us DEPARTMENT Or HEALTH, 
EDUCATION A WELFARE 
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF 
EDUCATION 

THIS DOCUMENT HAS BEEN REPRO- 
DUCED EXACTLY AS RECEIVED FROM 
THE PERSON OR ORGANIZATION ORlGlN- 
i^TING IT POINTS OF VIEW OR OPINIONS 
STATED DO NOT NECESSARILY REPRE- 
SENT OF cClAL NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF 
EDUCATION POSITION OR POLICY 



SCOPE OF INTEREST NOTICE 
Thei CRIC FBCility hai aisi^ntd 
th i document for procossing 



tn aur Judo""**"*. docurmnt 
it also of lnt«r«t to th« dwing- 
house* noted 'o the riflht. >ode>c- 
in9 should reject their special 
points of view. 



2 



) 

ABSTRACT 

This report presents the evaluation of the court approved 
desegregation plan for the School District of the City of Erie, Pa. 
The court approved plan to desegregate the district's elennentary 
schools is sunnmarized. Projected pupil statistics under the 
proposed plan and actual pupil enrollment statistics are connparecJ. 
Also presented are innplennentation activities for the Ernergency 
School Aid Act (ESAA), desegregation planning for Year II, the 
conceptionalization, design, and innplennentation of an evaluation to 
measure the effect, if any, of desegregation on pupil achievement, 
-Interest in School, and Self Esteem. A Flow Chart of implementatior^ 
activities is included . 
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This Practicum report presents to the reader the implementation 
activities and the evaluation of the ^Erie, Pa. School District's 
desegregation plan. Specifically, on April 29, 1976 Pennsylvania 
Commonwealth Court approved and ordered implemented effective 
September 2, 1975 the said school district's desegregation plan. 
This plan is presented as appendix IV of this writer's Maxi I 
report c. Specifically, only the district's elementary schools grades 
(K-5) were affected by the court's order. The district's middle 
schools grades (6-8) and senior , high schools grades(9-'12) were 
desegregated under a previous compliance order. (Appendix* I, The 
4«-4«-4 plan). However, for this report the reader is provided with 
a racial band analysis encompassing all of the district's schools of 
a given ghade span.'' 
Chapter I: Introduction 

This chapter presents to the reader a background and excerpts 
from Lne final court order. The Burton school variation is discussed. 
Excerpts from the Final Plan (^/olume IV, (Appendix IV) are pre- 
sented. School enrollment summaries proposed under the plan are 
included. ^ 
Chapter II: Analysis of the Plan 

This chapter presents to the reader the analysis of pupil 
statistics for the implemented plan. Pupil statistics for the 



elementary schools grades (K-5), middle schools grades (6-8), and 
senior high school grades (9-12) are presented. 

The validation process, tasks, and flow, charts are presented. Also 
provided is the racial band analysis for all of the district's schools 
of a given grade span and a discussion of any. racial band variation. 
Chapter III: Ihnplementation Activities 

This chapter presents the implementation .activities which were 
a salient part of the plan. Statistics used to supf>brt the district's 
application for Elemehtary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA Title 
I) and the Ehrergency School Aid Act (E.S.A.A.) are included. 
Procedures for notification assignment letters to parents, and 
transportation activities ^ re presented. The conceptionalization, 
design, and implementation of the model to evaluate the effect of 
'any of the desegregation on pupil achievement, interest in schobl 
and self esteem" is presented. 
Chapter IV: -Year II Plan 

This chapter presents desegregation planning for Year II. 
Administrative recommendations for the Year II Plan - conception- 
alization and planning for the closure of t^/vo elementary schools^ 
Jones and Washington, along with the ordered vacating of Wayne 
school scheduled to undergo extensive renovations. Pupil enroll- 
ment projections, racial band analysis for the Year II plan are 
presented* 



Chapter VI: Evaluation and Conclusions^ ^ 

This chapter /presents .to the reader a discussion arid comments 
on the constraints used in the preparation of the plan. Public 
meetings to hear and discuss; parental concerns are discussed, A 



summary /conclusion of the overall Maxi II effort is presented. 



Appendix: 



/ 1 , September 1975 Enrollment vs Proposed ^Enrollments 

/ ■ 

3/75, A statistical comparison of the proposed vs actual 
pupils for each school/grade is presented, 

2, Current (75-76) Enrollments vs*" Proposed' Elementary 
Enrollments 9/76, . . 

This appendix presents the current (5/30/76) pupil , ' 
statistics for each school/grade and the projected 
pupil statistics for each school grade under the Year II 
proposed plan , ' 

3, Elementary 'and Secondary , Act (E.S.E«A. Title I)^ 
This appendix preper.cs pupil statistic^s prepared to 

. support the district's E.S,E,A, Title I application 
projected enrollment for all of the district's private 
"l. and public schools are presented, 

4, Emergency School Assistance Act, (E^S^A,A)^ 
Thi^^appendix--pt^^^ test scores used to support 
the district's E.S,A.A, application, A test score, 
profile form for each elementary school is included, 

10 



' The desegregation flow chart of implementatioh.^ctivities 
presents to the reader a generalized systenn nnodel used in preparation 
of the innplennentation and evaluation activities. The flow chart prq- 
vides the reader with the planning concepts ;and related^nnplennentation 
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THE FINAL PLAN 

o 

Background 

The Erie School District's desegregation case had its 
beginning in 1968 when the Pennsylvania Human Relations 
Connnnission (PHRC) cited the Erie School District concerning 
the racial balance in Er^ie Public Schools, The PHRC during 
the period 1968-1970 did not succeed in obtaining what is 
believed to be acceptable school desegregation plans nor a tinne 
table to implement such plans and on October 26, 1970, it filed 
a complaint against the Erie School District charging that the 
Erie schools were segregated. Public hearings held by the 
PHRC on June 28, 1971, and the subsequent charges against the 
Erie School District filed by the PHRC in Pennsylvania Common- 
wealth Court resulted in the Erie School District entering into 
a consent decree to desegregate its schools effective September, 
1974. 

The district agreed to prepare and submit such a plan for 
approval by both the court and PHRC. Under the PHRC's guide- 
lines each school in a district is permitted a racial population 
variation of ± 30% from the total minority students attending that 
particular school organization in the school district. Since the 
minority population (Black/Others) in the district's elementary 
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schools for the school year 197d-74 was 18.2% of ihe total 

population, a 4Q0% variation (+5 ,46%) would yield. For the 1973-74 

an acceptable elementary school racial t>and of 12. 74% to 23.66%. 

After a hearing before Gommonwealth Court, the Court, on May 3,; 

1972, issued an order which set forth the stipulation as agreed by 

both the School District and HRC. The Court under the resultant 

decree included an additional racial band deviation of 42% over' the 

^PHRC guidelines of 430%. 

The Erie School District on February 1, 1974 subnnitted its 

school desegregation plan, the (4-4-4) plan, but the el€nnentary and 

I 

middle school connponents of that plan were not acceptable to the 
connnnission. Sinc:-^ under this plan the district's grades (9-12) fronn 
existing (10-12) grade structure, were racially balanced then this 
connponent was accepted by the PHRC. The PHRC, thereafter, on 
April 9, 1974 filed in Pennsylvania Connnnonwealth Court a petition 
seeking enforcennent of the May 1972 consent decree. 



1 ^ 

Frank Sala, Developnnent of-a Desegragation Model fo r 
the Erie Pennsylvania School District, Maxi L Report, Vol; II. , 
May 1975. 
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The PHRC, in seeking the Court's enforcement, alleged 
that the plan which vJas submitted was in violation of the Court 
Ordero After a hearing, held on May 30, 1974, the Court in its 
memorandum opinion dated August 19, 1974, stipulated- that the 
School District had failed to fully comply with the Court's Order ' 
and was held in technical contempt of Court, The Court did not 
penalize the district because the failure to comply did not. appear 
at that time to be intentional or willful. In its August 1974, memo- 
randum the Court ordered the PHRC to prepare a plan to be 
implemented for the September 1, 1974 school year. The PHRC 
prepared such a pV^n, and the school district requested a hearing 
on the PHRC plan, f'^c.a^ings were held on the PHRC plan on . 
October 2, 1974, the issue challenged by the district was that the 
PHRC plan should be" rejected. 

The Court, after its hearing on the PK^RC plan, in another 

a- 

memorandum opinion dated January 27, 1975, found the PHRC 
was also not in full compliance with the May 1972, Court Order. 
Thus the Court rejected the PHRC pfe|i for the same reason it 
had rejected the School District's (4-4-4) plan. 

The Court ordered the Erie School District to prepare 
another plan and stated emphatically that the plan must be in full 
compliance with the May 1972 Court Order.* The Erie School District 
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prepared and submitted on March 10, 1975 its plan to the court. 
• In submitting its plan the school district asked for a variance* from 
the May 1972 court order , for Burton School, additionally anotlier 
elementary school would have a percentage of minority studerits -v^ 
outside the acceptable racial band. 

'•^ The court, after reviewing the School District's Final Plan, 
called both the School District and the PHRC to a conference to 
discuss the district's request for a^ variance from full compliance. 
Judge Kramer . in his- memorandum opinion speaks to this perplexing 
problem as he states: 

Attempts were made to concilUite the connpromise so as to . 
resolve what now appears to be a situation whereby this 
Court, within its discretionary power, must amend the con- 
sent decree so as to bring this matter to a final conclusion.: 
We have reviewed the voluminous nnaterial submitted and 
conclude that the order which follows will bring the School 
District to within a reasonable degree of the Commission's 
guidelines, the applicable statutory law and the prior orders*; 
of this Court. In the spirit of justice, especially to the school 
children involved, this matter must be finally, resolved. 

The Court deems it appropriate to acknowledge that both the 
School District and the Commission have performed- their 
duties in a sincere and honorable fashion. Both parties' have 
been tenacious in arguing their respective positions. Both 
parties have sincerely attempted to compromise, but each 
reached ia point beyond which is believed that in good 
^ conscience, it could not -entirely agree 'with the other. 

As a result of the several plans submitted, the hearings held, 
and the discussions at conference, -the plan of the School 
District comes quite close to full compliance. As directed 
by this Court, the School District utilized its most recent 
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/ actual student population statistics,' i^e. the school year * 
1974-75, in its latest plan. Those, statistics indicgite ' 
that 21 06% of tl^e total elementary school populsCtion is^ 
blacko Utfilizing "^le Commission's guidelines, mentioned 
above, tjogether with the 2% tolerance, results in param- 
eters ' of 'permissible r&^jal balance of '12.63% to 29. 17%. 

As a result of this mathematical calculation the School 

0 

District's most recent plan indicates that two of its 
elementary schools ace out of balance. The black population 
of Diehl School is proposed to have 225 white pupils and 
108 black pupils, or 32.4% black. It was indicated by the 
School District that there would be little d/if^iculty in bring- 
ing Diehl School within the permissible pareimeters at the 
beginning of the 1975-76 school year, and this will be , 
ordered. ^ ' 

In discussing the variance requested for Burton Elementary 

School, the court recognized the contribution of the Urban Network 

Program to the Burton educational community. ' The court speaks to 

this program and cites a compromise condition by which it would 

grant the district's variance. Judge Kramer speaks to ^e burton 

variance and writes: v - ' 

The Burton Schoof*, ho\i^ever, presents a rather unique 
problem. Under the latest School District plan it /is pro- 
posed that this school will have 1^3 whites and 208 blacks, 
resulting in a 51 .8% black student population. The Scbool 
District contends that Burton School has been accepted by- 
the federal government for special educational progreims 
involving the students, parents, teachers and the surrounding 
community. Under this federal program the School District 



2 . [' ^ 

Memorandum Opinion, Pennsylvania Human Relations 
Commission vs School District of the City of Erie, Pennsylvania, 
No. 723 C-D-1971, April 29, 1975. P. 4-5. ' 
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received additional funds, and other considerations in the 
operation .of this school, toward the goal of providing a 
better^education for the children attending such schools. 
The federal fiunding, however, is presently scheduled to 
terminate within the next year or so. The Commission 
acknowledged these facts, and expressed its interest and 
willingness to permit this fede^^il progranrr^.to condinue at 
the Burton School, upon the condition that some effort be 
made by the School District to transfer some students to 
the Burton School so as to bring it intoNcloser compliance 
with the racial balance pareuneters set forth above. - Under 
the School District's latest proposed plan we find that the 
School District proposed to transfer the students of the 
first and second grades of the Wayne School to the Edison- 
School o The attendance areas of both of these schools 
are adjacent to the attendance area of /the Burton School. 
The boupdary line between the Burton area and the other 
two areaS*, however, runs near > or along railroad tracks 
whicK appesar to be an obstacle. It was pointed out that 
there is really only one railroad crossing which would 
permit the Wayne students*, to travel to' the Burton School. 
However, this does not seem insurmountable. It was 
proposed that of the Wayne students to be transferred to 
Edison, 92 students would be white and 19 would, be black. 
If these students were transferred instead^ to .the Burton 
School, it would reduce the percentage of black studetjfcs 
A\'\ Burton to 44%. In the spirit of^ concluding this matter . 
on a reasonable basis, we^ will'^order that Burton^ School 
nnay remain outside the racial balance parameter until the 
beginning of the school year 1977-7&; but that the students 
• of the first and second grades of Wayne wilV be transferred 
to the^ Burton School instepd of to:^the Edigon School. We 
wtll also order that the^du^r provisions df the con3ent 
decree, relating, for example, to the racial balance .on 
the professional and nonprofessional staff, be effectuated 
by the beginning of the school year 1S!77-78.3' 

3 ^ . . 

IBID. P. 5-6. • ' 
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The Court accepted the district's plan as submitted and 

ordered the plan innplennented effective with the start of the 

iSeptennber 1975-76 school year, ordering: 

That the Board of Directors of said School District shall 
connpletely innplennent the entire plan set forth in said 
docunnent, no later than the beginning of the school year 
1975-76, except that those portions of the said plan 
p retaining to Diehl and Burton Schools which shall be 
annended as follows: 

a. The student racial balance applicable for the 
f . school year 1975-76 of the Diehl School shall 

^ be brought within the paranneters of 12,63% to 
29.17% black students, and 

The first and second grade pupils of Wayne 
School, who were proposed, under the School 
District's plan, to be transferred to Edison 
School, shall be transported to the Burton School 
and 

The Burton School nnay rennain tennporarily out- 
side the said racial balance parameters so as to 
permit the continuance of the current federally- 
funded education program there offered, however, 
beginning with the school year 1977-78 Burton 
School shall also be brought within the then 
effective and .applicable racial balance parameters 
based upon the latest available actual student 
population statistics:^ 



b. 



4 

IBID., P 8. 
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INTRODUCTION 
On April 10, 1975 Commonwealth Court approved the Erie, 
Pennsylvania School District's plan to desegregate its elementary 
schools. The approved plan would be implemented for the School 
Year 1975-76, starting September 2, 1975. 

THE PLAN 

1. ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS 

1.1 The district's elementary school would house grades 
(K-5). 

1 .2 Two elementary schools, Garfield and Longfellow, 

would close and the attendance areas for these school 
would be reassighed. 
1 .3 Harding school would continue as a city wide open 

enrollment school. 
1.4 Burton school, exempted by the court, would not be 
^ racially balanced. 

• 1.5 Wayne school would be an elementary school in 
transition housrfi^s^nly gr. 3-4-5-6. 

2. MIDDLE SCHOOLS ' 

2.1 The district's middle schools would house grades 

6-7-8. This would necessitate the movement of ' the 
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current (June 75) grade 5 and 6 to nniddle schools. 

2.2 The district's Model Middle School would close and 
the students currently enrolled would be pemnitted to 
enroll at Gridley Middle School or their attendance 
area school. / 

2.3 East High would continue to house grades (7-8) pending 
, the connpletion of renovations at Wayne school. 

2.4 Roosevelt Middle School would continue to have an 
expanded attendance area (Roosevelt I). 

SENIOR HIGH SCHOOLS 

3.1 The acadennic high schools would house grades (9-12). 
The high school organizational plan, the upper 
connponent of the (4-4-4) plan, was accepted by the 
PHRC and the court in April, 1974. 
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THE PLAN 
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The Final F=^an was conceptionalized rnd designed within the 
framework of the court constraints and the nninimum busing conditions 
to assure consistency in the development of the plan and the assign- 
ment or reassignment of pupils, assignment assumptions were 
agreed upon: . 

1, Students walk to school whenever it is possible, 
and if the school is, Aftdtb^ distance, 

students will be assigned to the nearest school out 
of balance. ^ 

i 

2, The census block groups which is the unit of 
population reflected in the district's block and 
tract structure will be the primary population 
assignm.ent unit- \ 

3, Contiguous blocks grouped together will form 
satellite school areas or expanded areas. 

4, If school X and the attendance area in question 
are predominantly mirlority, and if schools A,B, 
and \C are predominantly majority, assigning 
these students to one or the other schools, the 
nearest, will help to reduce the racial imbalance. 



5 

Sala, op. cit. , Vol. IV, p. 25-79. 
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Blocks 
School 



If school A and B have approximately, the same 
percentage of majority students, students will 
be assigned to the nearer of the two schools. 

If school A is within the maximum walking dis- 
tance and school B is not, preference shall be 
given to assigning students to school A provided 
the school capacity and the racial band measure 
permit. 

If any schools have a higher percentage of 
majority students than does either of the other 
schools the assignment of blocks to satellite or 
expanded region must maintain contiguous 
boundaries. 

Students assigned outside their attendance area 
as a satellite region will be permitted to remain 
at the assigned school for the -remainder of their 
elementary schooling unless the family moves 
from the area. 

Assumptions; 

1 . Elementary Schools 



6. 



7. 
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1.1 Harding school would continue as an open 
enrollment school drawing students from the 
entire city. This school would be racially 
balanced. 

1 .2 The basic elementary school grade con- 
figuration would be grades (K-5). 

1 .3 Garfield and Longfellow elementary schools 

would close and the attendance area for 

these schools reassigned. 
1,4 Burton School is to continue as a (K^4) urban 

network school. 
1 .5 Wayne school would be an elementary school 

in transition. 
2 . Middle Schools 

2.1 The district's middle schools would house 
grades (6-7-8) having housed only grades 
(7-8) during the 74r75 school year. 

2.2 The Model Middlfe School will close and 
the students currently enrolled will be 
permitted to enroll at Gridley Middle School 
or their attendance a 

o ■ . . - • • . 
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2.3 East High would contirfue to house grades 
(7-8) pending the complete transition of 
Wayne as a nniddle school. 

2.4 Roosevelt would continue to have an 
expanded attendance area (Roosevelt 1) 

3. Senior High Schools: 

3.1 Academic high schools would house grades 

(9-12). This upper component. of the (4-4-4) 
was accepted by the PHRC and the Court 
in April 1974. 
Conceptionalizinq The Plan 
1, The impact of school closure: 

1.1 Garfield - closure of Garfield school and the 
reassignment of the grade (1-5) pupils in this 
r attendance area to Glenwood, Jefferson, Lincoln, 

McKinley, and Pepn. 
, 1 Assignment of Pupils: ' 

.11 Expanded attendance area would be 
dependent upon school capacity and 
walking distance to the new school. 

/ 

.12 All Kindergarten pupils will be 
assigned to Washington. 

.13 No pupils bussed. 
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1.2 Longfellow - Three schools would be affected by 
this closure; Burns, Emerson, and Irving, 
.2 Assignnnent of Pupils: 



• 21 Expanded a^ttendance are for 
Burns and Emerson. 

.22 All grade 5 in the new Burns 
vyould be assigned to Irving. 

,23 Burns area reassigned. 

1 .3 Marshall Area - Marshall* area, students will be 
assigned by grade to the predominantly majority 
schools; Cleveland, Hamilton, and Perry. 

1 .4 Wayne - Connell - Burton Edison - Penn 
1 . . Wayne school grades (3""6^ 

2. Edison, expand for 1/2 Wayne (K-1-2) 

3. Penn, expand for 1/2 Wayne (K-1-^2) 

4. Connell - Satellite - 1/2 Burton gr. 5 

5. Wayne - Satellite - 1/2 Burton gri 5 

1.5 Schools Not Affected 

\ 

Columbus - racially balanced ' 
Harding open enrollment, balanced 
Jones - balanced 

Diehl - voluntary transfer (13) blacks to Harding 
Burton - Urban Network School , 
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Group I Burns, Longfellow, Emerson, Irving 

ENROLLMENT STATISTICS 



1973 


Dec. 


1974 




W 


B 


T 


B% 


W 


B 


T 


B% 


BURNS (K-6) 


188 


159 


347 


45.7 


188 


146 


334 


43.7 


LONGFELLOW (K-6) 


161 


38 


191 


19.1 


161 


74 


235 


31 .4 


E/VJERSON (K-6) 


413 


26 


439 


5.9 


376 


23 


399 


5.7 


IRVING (K-6) 


409 


25 


434 


5.8. 


362 


36 


398 


9.1 



The Longfellow black population is geographically located 
along the north central bay front boundary and is contiguous to the 
Burns school black population density. Shifting contiguous blocks 
from the 'dosed LongFellow atttindance area and the Burns Area 
to the majority white school Emerson would bring these two schools 
within the proper desegregation measure. 
Assignment Assumptions: 

1. Students^walk to school whenever it is possible, 

if the school is within the permissible walking dis- 
tance pupils will be assigned to the nearest school* 
out of ^ balance. 

2. If School "A" and its attendance area ar^e pre- 
dominantly minority (black) and if School "B" 
is predominantly majority, then assigning these 

37 



is predominantly majority, then assigning these 

students (A) to this school "B" will improve the 
desegregation measure. 



dominantly majority and if school "A" is 
predominantly minority then assigning these 
students "C" to this school "A" will improve 
the desegregation measure for this school. 

Comparison of Group I Attendance Area; 
ATTENDANCE AREA: Before Plan 



3. 



If School "C" and its attendance area are pre- 



fBayfronf^ 





(K-6) Longfellow 



y////////////A 



Burns. 
(K-6) 



Attendance Area = After Plan 



(Bayfront) 





(K-5) 



Emerson 



Burns 



(K-4) 



38 



To Irving 
Girade 5 
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Methodology; 

1 • Partition the closed Longfellow School Attendance 
area. Reassign the pupils by contiguous blocks 
based on distance and race to provide acceptable 
racial balance for Emerson and Burns, 

2. Reassign, if necessary, a sufficient number of 
attendance area blocks within the Burns existing 
area to provide an acceptable racial balance for 
Emerson. 

3. The grade configuration for Emerson will be 

■ " (K--5), the Burns (K-4). 

y ^ 

4. Assign all grade 5 pupils- residing in the new 
Burns Attendance; Area to Emerson. 

Pupil Assignment Evaluation: 

. . ' ■ ■ \ 

1 •« The meiximum walking distance for students 



r^Lssic 



residing within the reassigned attendance area 
as measured*^ from the geographic center of the 
meiximum distance blocfi:': » / 



\ 



F:R0M jo , T'R-BLOCK DISTANCE 

■ • .. MILES 

'Burns ; Emerson. (^age 30) 1.5 > 

Longfellow Emerson (Page 34) 1 .5 ^ 

2. Transportation time. for the grade 5 p pils tjo 

■1 . ^ 
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Irving, estimated by the transportation super- 
visor, is approximately/ 17 minutes frpm 
departure to arrival. 
BURNS SCHOOL QA/iU House Grades 
1 . Proposed Boundary Changes 

As of September 1975, the Burns School attendance area 
will be redefined accordingly: 

t.1 Burns to Emerson - The > area herein described, 

fomrierly part of the Burns attendance area, -is to be 
incorporated as part of the ^new Emerson attendance 

area: . 

) • 

. Starting at Front,, Street west and Chest-nut :Stre^t^ ^ 
south along Chestnut Street to West Third Street, 
west along West Third Street to Walnut Street, 
south along Walnut Street to West Fifth Street, 
east along West Fifth Street to Cherry Street, 
north along Cherry Street to the- Bay, along the 
Bay Front to Chestnut Street — the point of 
beginning. All streets taken along the centerline 
— *"^re made up of blocks and tracts described as: 
TRACT 3 - Blocks 6,7, 19,20,31 ,32,42,53. ' 
1.2 Longfellow .to Burns - The area herein described. 
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formerly part of the Longfellow scttendance area, is 
to be incorporated a, part of the new Burns atten- 
dance area: 

Starting at the intersection of Cherry Street and 
West Sixth Street, east along the centerline of 
Sixth Street to Peach Street, south along Peach 
Street to the Penn Central Tracks, west along 
the Penn Central Tracks to Cherry Street, north 
along Cherry Street to West Sixth Street — point 
of beginning. All streets taken along the' center- 
line are made up . of blocks and tracts described 
as: 

TRACT 9 - Blocks 19320,21 ,22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 39., 40, 
41,42,1,2,3,4, 

TRACT 10 - Blocks 21 ,22,23,24,25,26,27,49,50,51 , 
52, 

4 

TRACT 12 - Blocks 7,8,12,13> 
TRACT 1 - Blocks 7, 14, 15,22,23>30,36,45,46, 
Impact on Students Resulting from Boundary Changes 
2,1 Burns to Emerson - By this move, 67 assigned 
Burns students are being reassigned to Emerson 
for grades K-5, Racial composition is as 
follows: 14 White and 53 Black, Since all 
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these students reassigned are within a 1 .5 

nnile distance fronn Ennerson, they will all 

6 

walk to school. (Per Exhibit 1). 
BURNS SCHOOL - Grades K-4 

2.2 Longfellow to Burns - This move will involve 
the reassignnnent of 39 Longfellow students to 
Burns for grades Racial connpositidn is . 
as follows: 36 White and 3 Black. These 
students will live within 1.5 nniles of Burns 
School and will therefore walk to school. 
(Per Exhibit 2). 

2.3 Fifth Graders - This move will reassign 36 
ppesent fourth grade students at Burns to 
Irving School for grade 5 in September 1975. 
Racial composition is as follows: 20 White 
and 16 Black. (Per Exhibit 3). 

Also this reassignment will affect present 
fourth graders at Longfellow School who are 
in the new Burns attendance area, and they 
will also be reassigned to Irving School fon 

6 

Sala, op. cit., all e>«hibits. Vol. IV. pp. 88-117, 
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fifth grade. Racial composition is as follows: 
/ 4 White and 0 Black. Since all 4 of these 

students live further than 1.5 miles from Irving 
School, they will all be transported at public 
expense. (Per Exhibits 3 and 3a). 
Summary Statement 

3. The proposed reassignments are compatible with the 
building capacity of Burns School. The student 
reassignment establishes a Black enrollment of 21 .6%. 



/ 
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EMERSON SCHOOL (WiU House Grades K-5) 

1 . Proposed Boundary Changes 

As of Septennber 1975, Ennerson will have an expanded 
attendance area resulting fronn the following boundary 
changes: 

1,1 Burns tO' Ennerson - The area herein described, 

fomnerly part t)f the Bums attendance area is to be 
incorporated as part of the new Emerson attendance 
area: 

Starting at the intersection of Front Street west and 
Chestnut, south along Chestnut lo West Third Street, 
west along West Third Street to Walnut Street, south 
along Walnut to West Fifth Street, west along West 
N Fifth Street to Cherry Street, north along Cherry 

Street to the Bay, east along the B^y Front to Front 
and Chestnut Street — point of beginning. All streets 
taken along the centerline are nnade up of tracts and 
blocks described as: 

TRACT 3 - Blocks 6,7^ 19>20>31 >32,42,53, 
1.2 Longfellow to Ennerson - The area herein 
described, fornnerly part of the Longfellow 
Attendance area, is to be incorporated as part 
of the new Ennerson attendance area: 

44 
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starting at the Bay Front and Cherry Street, south 
along Cherry Street to the Penn Central Tracks, west 
along the Penn Central Tracks to Liberty Street, north 
along Liberty Street to the Bay Front, east along the 
^y Front to Cherry Street — point of beginning; 
All streets taken along the centerline are made up of 
tracts and blocks described as: 

TRACT 3 - Blocks 8,9,17,18,33,34,40,41,54,55. - 
TRACT 9 - Blocks 5,6,7.17,18,27,28,37,38. 
TRACT 10 - Blocks 19.20.29.47,48. 
TRACT 12 - Blocks 18,19. 

2, Impact on Students Resulting fry)m Boundary Changes . 
These boundary changes will involve the reassignment of 
157 students to Erperson. Of these, 67 are from Burns 

' CI 4 White and 53 Black), and 90 from Longfellow (74 
White and 16 Black. Since all these students are within 
a 1.5 mile distance from Emerson School, they will walk ' '. 
to school. (Per Exhibits 1 and 4). 

3. Sunnnnary Statennent 

The proposed reassignments are compatible with, the building 
capacity of Emerson School. The student f^assignnnent 
establishes a Black enroUnnent of 19.4%. 
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IRVING SCHOOL (WiU House Grades K-5) / 
1 . Proposed Boundary Changes . 

As of September 1975, Irving will have an expanded attend- 
ance area resulting from the following boundary changes: 
1 . 1 Description of Area: 

Starting at the Bay Front and State Street, south 
along State Street to Fifth Street, west along Fifth 
Street to Peach Street, south along Peach street to 
the Penn Central Tracks, west along the Penn Central 
Tracks to Cherry Street, north along Cherry Street 
to the Bay Front, east along the Bay Front to State 
Street — point of beginning. All streets taken along 
the centerline are made up of blocks and tracts 
described as: 



TRACT 


3 - 


Blocks '2,3,21 ,22,23,24,25,26,27,28,29,30, 






43,44,45,46,47,48,49,50,51 ,52. 


TRACT 


9 - 


Blocks 19,20,21,22,23,24,25,26,39,40,41, 






42,1,2,3,4. 


TRACT 


10 - 


- Blocks 21,22,23,24,25,26,27,49,50,51,52. 



TRACT 12 - Blocks 7,8,12,13. 
TRACT 1 - Blocks 7,14, 15,22,23,30,36,45,46. 
1,2 Impact on Students Resulting from Boundary Changes 
These boundary changes will involve the reassignment 
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of 40 fifth grade students from the new Burns attend- 
ance , area to Irving. The racial composition of the 
reassigned students is as follows: 24 White and 16 
Black. Since all these students live beyond 1.5 miles 
from Irving, they will be transported at public expense. 
(Per Exhibit 3). 

1 .3 Summary Statement 

The proposed reassignments are compatible with the 
building capacity of Irving School. The student 
reassignment establishes a Black enrollment of 13.5%. 

LONGFELLOW SCHOOL ( CLOSED) 

1 . Consistent with the School District's Long P^nge Plan, 
Longfellow School is to be closed as of September 
1975. 

2. The present Longfellow attendance area will l ji divided 
between Burns School and Emerson School, which areas 
are contiguous to the Longfellow ctttcindance oundaries. 

3. Since the reassigned students are witihin 1.5 miles of 
Emerson and Burns, the students will walk to school. 

4. The only exception to this involves 5 fifth grade 
students reassigned to the new Burns attendance area. 
These students will be transported to Irving School 
since Burns will house only K-4 students. 
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Group II Marshall Area Pupils ■ > 



ENROLLMENT STATISTIGS 



1973 


1974 


SCHOOL 


W 


B 


T 


%B 


W 


B 


T 


%B ■ 


CLEVELAND 


474 


7 


481 


1 .5 


493 


31 


524 


6.2 


HAMILTON 


392 


23 


415 


5.5 


364 


22 


386 


5.6 


PERRY 


448 


1 1 


459 


2.4 


442 


10 


452 


2.2 



The Marshall Attendance Area describes pupils (K-6) who 
resided within the Attendance Area formerly assigned to Marshall 
School. Marshall School was cited in 1967 as the elementary school 
having the highest percentage of minority (85%) in the district. "This 
school was closed in 1968, and the children within the area assigned 
to the predominately outer city white schools - with only the Kinder- 
garten students assigned to a nearby school (Jones). This proposal 
will ass?gn students by grade level to three outer city schools; 
Cleveland, Hamilton, and Perry. 

MARSHALL ARHTA STATISTICS 



DECEMBER 'i974 F^ROJl7.CTED - SEPTEMBER 1975 



Grade 


W 


B 




' w. 




ix_ 




K 


10 


26 


36"^ 


! ^ 




33 




1 


9 


19 


28 




Pj4 


33 




2 


16 


26 


42 


8 


16 


24 




3 


9 


14 


23 


13 


22 


35 




4 


3 


18 


21 


1 1 


12 


23 




5 


6 


5 


11 


3 


16 


19 
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Assignments Assumptions: 

1 . If the Attendance Area to be reassigned is primarily 
minority and there are no nearby majority schools, or 
if the nearby schools are reacially balanced, then these 
students would be transported to the nearest majority 
schools having a racial imbalance, 

2. If the pupil distribution and density is such that 
satellite attendance areas would have a skewed pupil 
distribution, then the attendance area would-be 
reassigned by grade level rather than tract and blocks. 

Methodology: 

The Marshall Area is encompassed and intersected by the 
Central City Business and Industrial area. Also, the Erie 
Redevelopment Authority has planned or is currently develop- 
ing several projects in this area which presently has a 
skewed population density. This area experiences a very 
high population mobility. Assignment of these pupils to three 
predominately majority schools, t>A^o of which Cleveland and 
Hamilton have experienced a slight improvement in their 
racial composition and one majority school. Perry with 
little or no improvement will balance these schools. 

49 
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Assignment under this plan: 

MARSHALL AREA 



Before 



After 




Grade K — Jones School 
Grade (1-6) - Random Assignment 
to Various Schools 



Grade 

K — 
(1-2) - 
(3-4) " 
5 — 



Jones 
Hamilton 
Pe rry 
Cleveland 



1 . The assigbment of Marshall Area pupils to Majority 
schools would be by grade level. 

2. The grade assignment to the majority school would 
depend upon the existing desegregation measure at 
each majority school. 

3. - The assignment to' the majority schools would depend 

upon available space to house the additional pupils. 
Assignment Schedule: 

1. Kindergarten T-r- all Marshall Area K pupils will 
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29. 

continue to attend Jones School. 
2, Grade (1-2) all Marshall Area grade (1-2) pupils 

are assigned to Hamilton School. These pupils will 
continue at Hamilton and complete their elementary 
education at Hamilton. Grade (3-4) - all Marshall 
area grade (3-4) pupils will be assigned to Perry / 
School. They will continue to attend Perry and 
complete their education at Perry, 
4. Grade 5 - all Marshall Area grade 5 will be assigned 

to attend Cleveland School. 
For subsequent years or until a central city facility to house 
Marshall area "pupils is available, they will be assigned cyclically, 
accordingly: 

MARSHALL AREA ASSIGNMENT 



School To Attend 1975-76 . 1976-77 1977-78 

JONES K K ~K 

HAMILTON ' (1-2) ' ^ (2r3) (3-4) 

PERRY ^ (3-4) (4-5) . C -1) 

CLEVbZl^ND 5 1 2 



This assignment would not increase the district's trans- 
portation above the current 1S74-75 level since all Marshall area 
pupils were transported. Clustering grade levels will assure racial 

balance in the receiving schools for the next three years. The 

/ 



district's transportation estinnates that the travel tinne fronn 

departure bo arrival will be accordingly: Cleveland, 21 nninutes; 

Hamilton, 17 nninutes; and Perry, 19 nninutes • 

CLEVELAND SCHOOL (Will House Grades K-5) 

1 , Proposed Boundary Changes 

As of September 1975, Cleveland School will have an 
expanded attendance area for grade 5, This area, 
formerly identified as the Marshall School attendance 
area, is herein described. 

Starting at the intersection of East Tenth Street and 
Parade Street, south along Parade Street, to East 
' Eighteenth Street, West along East Eighteenth Street 
- to state Street, north along State Street to Fourteenth 
Street, West along Fourteenth Street to Peach Street, 
north along Peach Street toJWest Tenth Street, east 
along Tenth^Street to Parade Street — point of beginning. 
All streets :tak€:n along the centerline are made up of 
tracts and blocks described as: 
^ TRA CT S - Blocks 23.24.29,30. 

TR^^CT 1 - Blocks 24,25.26,27,28.29.37,38.39.40,41 , 
42,43,44. . I 

TRACT 13 - Blocks 1 ,2 .3.4.5.6,8,9-. 1 0. 1 1 , 12 . 13. 1 4, 1 5, 16, 
17.18,19,20,21,22. 
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2 . • ^ Impact on Students Resulting from Boundary Changes 

/ These boundary changes will involve the reassignnnent of^. 

. * ■ ' . r r. 

19 grade 5 students from the Marshall School attendance, 
area. The racial composition of this group is 3 White arU^ 
16 Blacky AH these students will be transported at public 



expensed (Per Exhibit 17) . 



3. Summary Statement . 

This proposed reassignment of students ijs compatible with 
• the building capacity of Cleveland. School. The student 
reassignment establishfes "^a Black -enroUroent df 13.1%. 
HAMILTON SCHOOL (WiU House Grades K-5) 
1. Proposed Boundary Changes ^ 

As of September 1975, Hamilton School will have an expand- 
ed attendance^ area for grades 1 and 2. This area, formerly 
identified as the Mctrshall School attendance area, is herein 
described: .. r - » 

Starting at the intersecti9n of East Tenth Street and Parade . 
Street, south along Parade Street to East Eighteenth Street, 
West along East Eighteenth Street to State Street, north 
along State Street to Fourteenth Street, West along 
Fourteenth Street to Peach Street, north along Peach Street 
to West Tenth Street, east along Tenth Street jto Parade 

Street - point of beginning.^ All streets taken along the 

}' ' . . \ 
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centerline are made up of tracts and blocks described 
as: "v ^ ^ r 

TRACT 8 - Blocks 23 , 24 , 29 , 30 , 

TRACT 1 ^ Blocks 24,g5, 26, 27, 28, £9, 37, 38, 39, 40,41 , , 
42,43,44, - 

\ ■ 

TRACT 13 - Bl^jcks 1 ,2,3,4,5,6,8,9, 10, 11 , 12, 13, 14, 
1^,16,17,18,19,20,21,22. 

\ , - 

2. Impact on Students Resulting from Boundary Changes 
These boundary changes will i^nvolve the reassignment of 57 . 
grade 1 and 2 . students from the Marshall School attendance 
area. . The racial composition of this group is 17 N/Vhite and 
40 Black, Since these students reside beyond a 1.5 mile 
distance, they will be transported at public expense. 

- ( (Per Exhibit 17). 

3. Summary Statement 

The proposed reassignment of students is compatible with" 
the building capacity of Hamilton School. The student 
reassignment establishes a Black enrollment of 18.1%. 

PERRY, SCHOOL (Will House Grades K-5) 

1 . > Proposed Boundary Changes 

' As of September 1975, Perry School will have an expanded 
attendance area for grades 3 and 4^. This area, fomnerly 
identified as the Marshall School attendance area, is herein 
::escribed: 
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Starting at the intersection of East Tenth Street and Parade 
Street, south along Parade Street to East Eighteenth Street, 
west along East Eighteenth Street to State Street, north 
along State to Fourteenth -e-^ v\ st along Fourteenth 
Street to Peach Street, nori. \a Peach Street to West 

J \ 

Tenth Street, east along Tenth Street to Parade .Street — 

o 

point of beginning. AH streets taken along the centerline 
are nnacJe up of tracts and blocks described ^.s: 
TRACT 8 - BloQks 23,24,29,30, 

TRACT 1 - Blocks 24,25,26,27,28,29,37, 38, 39,4D, 41 ,42 , 
43,44, 

TRACT 13 - Blocks 1 ,2,3,4,5,6,8,9, 10, 1 1 , 12, 13, 14, 15, 16 , 
17,18,19,20,21,22, 

Innpact on Students Resulting fronn Boundary Changes 

These boundary changes will involve the reassignment of 

63 grade 3 and 4 students from the Marshall Scfiool attendance 

area. The racial composition of this group is 24 White and 

^39 Black , These students will all be transported at public 

expense. (Per Exhibit 17), 

Summary Statement 

The proposed reassignment of students is compatible with 
the building capacity of Perry SchiDol , , The student 
reassignmsi :t establishes a Black enrollment of 13.1%. 



OH- 

Group in Burton-Connell-Wayne-Diehl 

Burton School as previously cited intersects tracts 15 and 16 
where the highest r-^inority migration has occurred. Public and 
subsidized households ma' ;e up abou t 50% of families located in this 
region. This area encoTipasses the greatest number of identified 
low income femilies. 

TABLE 10 

PUBLIC (K-6) POPULATION SUMMARY 
CENSUS TRACT 15/16 





TRACX. 15 




TRACT 


16 


Year 


W "'^ 


B 


T 




W 


,.B 


T 


1970 


279 


'560 


539 




406 


34 


440 


1971 


260 


245 


506 / 




401 


92 


493 


1972 


283 


340 


623" 




441 


142 


583 


1973 


282 


388 


6B0 




421 


137 


558 


1974 


260 


390 


650 


— 


4'6 


150 


554 



An examination of the (K-6) census tract .summaries for 
tracts 15 and 16 reveals the changing demographic, an increase Jn 
the minority populatidn caused by the substantial increase in public 
and subsidized housing. Tract 15 and 16 reflect a (K--6) minority 
population of 50% and 34% respectively. 
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TABLE 11 
BURTON/DIEHL ENROLLMENT 



BLilRTON 

1 


DIEHL 




W 


B 


T - 


%B 


W 


B 


T 


%B 


1970 


406 


193 


599 


32.2 


350 


86 


436 


19.7 


1971 


369 


234 


605 


39.0 


348 


136 


484 


28.1 


1972 


381 


298 


679 


43.8 


333 


163 


496 


32.9 


1973 


311 


276 


5S7 


47.0 


308 


174 


482 


36.1 


1974 


264 


268 


532 


50.3 


329 


150 


479 


31.9 



Burton School became an urban network Title 1 1 1 school in 
1972 . The administration will propose to the PHRC and the court 
a variance for Burton. The justification for the variance will be 
supported by the educational and sociological gains to the beneficiaries 
of the urban network program participants. Stressing neighborhood, 
school, family, and pupil participation the Burton urban network 
program has become a model program. 

The 1974 statistics indicate that Diehl School is out of racial 

balance by approximately 13 black students. \ The district will 

■ ■ \ 

\ 

encourage the voluntary transfer of black pupils from Diehl to 
Harding School, the District's only open enroUmeht^ school. 

Connell School is situated in tract 27. During .^the decade 
1964-74 tract 27 had experienced the city's most rapid inch^ase in 
residential building. Between the years 1967 and 1972 its poputation 
increased 75% to 6,553 from 3,726. Private, development has 
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sponsored a substantial portion of the residential construction, 

however, in addition to private development, scattered site public 

hou3ing, 76 units; and moderate income subsidized housing, 296 

rental units are proposed^ for the area, of these, 146 units for 

the elderly are;planned, in an eight story apartment complex. The 

developers of these units are awaiting the availability of federal 

funds to start construction. 

TABLE J2^ 

PUBLIC (K-6) POPULATION SUMMARY 
CENSUS TRACT 27 





W 




T 


B% 


1970 


665 


19 


684 


2.7 


1971 


629 


17 


646 


-. 2.6 


1972 


641 


40 


711 


5.6 


1973 


685 


40 


725 


5.5 


1974 


663 


55 


709 


7.6 - 



CONNELL EN^ROLLMENT 





W 


B 


J T 


B% 


1970 


634 


10 


644 


1.6 




1971 


584 


9 


593 


1 .5 




1972 


611 


22 


633 


3.4 




1973 


627 


28 


655 


4.3 




1974 


613 


35 


648 


5.4 
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The gradual changing minority demographic characteristic 
of tract 27 is reflected in Ihe gradual increase of minority students.. 
Tract' 27 and Connell School, a majority census tract, encompasses 
the entire Connell School attendar^ce area. Expansion of the Connell 
attendance area toward the north would increase the Connell School 
minority population however, access from botfi the walkers and 
riders is limited to only "one" thru street. This in effect doubles 
both the distance and travel time from the Burton-Diehl area to 



Connell Area. The increased traffic flow caused by changing shifts 
at the city's largest employers. General Electric and Hammermill 
with 12,000 and 2,000 respectively, also contributes to the total 
travel time from the Burton-Diehl area to Connell. 
Methodology; 



1 . The assignment of minority pupils would depend upon 
the available space to house reassigned pupils. 

2. The assignment of minority pupils would be from 
the nearest school attendance area having a 
higher racial imbalance. 

3. The assignment will be according to either a 



/ 




The Plan: 



Burton-Diehl are the nearest schools to Connell having a 



higher racial imbalance, 50.3; and 31.3% respectively. ^The 
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administration has reconnnnended to the Board that the Burton Urban 
Network progrann be continued and further that a variance for the 
racial conn posit ion of this school will be sought from both the PHRC 
and the Court. Since the proposed grade organization for Burton 
will continue as (K-4), the current grade 4 pupils promoted in 
September 1975 grade 5, will constitute the population basis for 
bringing Connell into racial balance. 

This population consists of 64 white pupils and 57 black 

pupils. 

Connell School scheduled to change from a (K-6) to (K-5) 
grade organization would lose 78 current grade six pupils, ^ 

TABLE 13 

BcToF. RATED CAPACITY vs 1974 ENROLLMENT 



B.T.F. 

RATFD CAPACn 


rv 


ENROLLMENT 
SEPTEMBER 1974 


K 

200 


(1-4) 
480 


Sp . Ed . 

10 


Total 
690 


K 

153 


(1-6) 
482 


Sp.Ed 
10 


Total 
645 



Table 13 reveals that for the 1974 school year for grade 
level (1-6) the school was slightly over capacity, the out migration 
of the current grade 6, 78 pupils, to a nniddle school will provide 
space for approximately 80 Burton area grade 5 pupils. Under the 
proposed plan the Burton Area grade 5 will be divided into two 
satellite grade regions. 
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BURTON ATTENDANCE AREA 



TO WAYNE 



REGION I 




Assigned to Connell 



TO CONNELL 



Made up of 72 students, 32 white, and 30 black. 
REGION II 

Assigned to Wayne. 

Made up of 49 pupils, 32 white and 17 black. 
This subdivision of grade 5 population into regions I 
and II was based on the block by block distribution of these pupils o 
Since Connell is a mcijcrity school, the region to be assigned would 
require a greater number of minority students where as, Wayne 
school , a racially balanced school, could house a pupil population 
whose minority composition is near the upper acceptable bound 
(29%) o Thus Region II will be assigned to Wayne « 
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CONNELL SCHOOL (WiU House Grades K-5) 

1 . Proposed Boundary Changes 

As^ofJSept^ber 1975, the Connell attendance area will be 
expanded for grade 5 to include part of the present Burton 
School attendance area. That area is herein described as: 
Starting at the intersection of the Penn Central Tracks and 

\ 

Downing Avenue, Soug5 on Downing Avenue to the Old Lake. 
Erie Fiailroad to McCain Avenue, north on McCain Avenue 
to the Penn Central Tracks, west along Penn Central Tracks 
to Downing Avenue — the point of beginning. All streets 
taken along the centerline are made up of tracts and blocks 
described as: ^ 
TRACT 15 - Blocks 8,25,70,73,40,41,48,49. 

TRACT 16 - Blocks 7, 8> 16, 1 7,30,31 ,39,40,49,50.55,56,57, 
61 ,62. 

2. Impact on Students [Resulting fronrt Boundary Changeg 

The expansion of the Connell attendance area will involve the 
reassignment of 72 students in grade 5 from the Burton School 
attendance area.. The racial composition of this group is 
32 White and 40 Black. Since these students reside beyond 
the 1-5 mile distance, they will bei transported at public 
expense. (Per Exhibit 9). , 

3. Summary Statement 
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The reassignment is compatible with the building capacity 
of Connell School. T*:;3 student reassignment establishes a 
Black enrollment of 13.3%. 
BURTON SCHOOL (Will House Grades K-4) 

1. - There are no boundary changes or student reassign- 

ments proposed for Burton School despite the fact 
that Burton is out of racial balance (51 .8% Black). 

2. For the past two years. Burton School has served as 
• the Pilot School for the Urban Network Project, a 

Pederally Funded Program by Health, Education and 
^ Welfare. This is a unique experimental program that 
has strong community and extensive parental support. 
The program attempts to eliminate cultural deficiencies 
by using strong supportive staff, reduced class size, 
personal counseling, home visitations, and increased 
rapport among home, school, and community. 

3. It is feared that any alteration of the Urban Network 
Program could result in a significant loss of the 
entire Burton School community at a critical point 
in the program's development. Furthermore, any 
diminution of the program could result in the loss of 
Federal Funding for a very worthwhile enterprise. 

/ 
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Group IV - ' GaHneld-Glenwo ocl -JefFersorv" Lincoln- McKinley-Penn 

Under the proposed nes^v/ plan Garfield School will be closed. 
Following the closure, of Marshall School in 1968 and continuing to 
the present, Garfield School } ?.s been the district's highest minority 
school. The Garfield attendance area is predominantly minority, 
and since there is insufficient space, to house all of the attendance 
area (K-6) children the o orcrc»/vded "spillover" was assigned to 
Washington School. This assignment contributed and was the major 
cause of Washington becoming a minority segregated school. The 
Garfield black population is scattered proportionally within tract 13 
and part of 14. Shifting conliiguous blocks from the closed pre- 
dominantly periphary white schools - Glenwood, Jefferson, Lincoln, 
McKinley, and Penn. 
Assignment Assumptions: 

1 . Students walk to school whenever it is possible and if 
the school is within the permissible walking distance 
pupils will be assigned to the nealrest school out of 
balance. 

2. If School "A** and its attendance area are predominantly 
minority (black) and if School "B" is predominantly 
majority, then assigning these students (A) to this 
school (B) will improve the desegregation measure for 
this school. . y 
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Comparison of Group 4 Attendance Area 
1 . Garfield Attendance Area Before Plan 
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GARFIELD SCHOOL 



2. Garfield Attendance Area: Proposed Plan 



ERIC 



REGION 
■ III 



Glenwood 



PENN ^ 



REGION 
I 



REGION' 

" •. / 



REGION IV 



REGION 
V 



Lincoln Jefferson McKinley 
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Mett^iodology: 

1 . Partition the closed Garfield attendance*, area. 
Reassign the pupils in grades (1-5) contiguous 
blocks based on nnaxinnunn walking distance and 
race to provide a desirable desegregation nr>easure • 
for Glenwood, iJefferson, Lincoln, McKinley, and 
Penn. 

2a The grade configuration for Glenwood, Jefferson, 
Lincoln, McKinley and Penn will be (K-5). 

3. All Kindergarten children residing within the Garfield 

attendance area will be assigned to Washington. 

TABLE 14 

ENROLLMENT STATISTICS 
GROUP 4 SCHOOLS 





1973 


1974 






W 


B 


T 


%B 


W 


B 


1 


%B 


Garfield 


124 


213 


337 


63.2 


101 ■ 


210 


311 


67.5 


Glenwood 


389 


8 


397 


2.0 


364 


4 


368 


1 .0 


Lincoln 


491 


37 


528 


7.0 


491 


47 


538 


8.7 


McKinley 


262 


86 


345= 


24.7 


-254 


68 


322 


21.1 


Jefferson 


470 


44 


514 


8.6 


441 


58 


499 


1 1 .6 


Penn 


223 


24 


247 


9.7 


215 


22 


237 


9.2 
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The Plan: ' / 

■ ' . ■ 

The Garfield attendance area will be partitioned into five 
satellite regions, each of which will be contiguous to. the 

J existing .attendance areas of the group four d^hools. 

\ 

Regionalizing the 'closed Garfield attendance ar*ea will affect 
some pupils who reside within this . Garfield attendance area 
but attend Washington. * Under the proposed ^plan all children 
grades (1-5) residing within the satellite regiort will be ' 
reassigned. All present and future Garfield ar^a Kinder- 
garten pupils will be assigned to Washington. Each candidate 
satellite assignnn.ent region' will be simulated, so that the 
blocks assigned will be within the maximum walking distance « 
range, an4 provide the desegregation measure within the 
acceptable racial band tolehance. 
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GARFIELD SCHOOL (Closed) ' " • 

Since Garfjeld School will be closed, the Garfield attendance 

u *■. * 

area will be divided \nto /fivev attendance regions. which /will be 
assigned to the following contipaDt=is--attej2dance a^^s, for Grades 

1-5: ^ 

. " ' ■ • ' — 

/REGION r Assigned to Lfnpoln, 

' • ' ' ' ' \ 

REGION II Assigned to Jefferson^. 

REGION III - Assigned to Glenwood. \ 

REGION IV Assigned to Penri, . 

REGION V Assigned to McKihley. 

Descriptiorl of Regions : 

1 . " REGION U 



Starting at the intersection of German Street, and East 
I Eighteenth Stree^, east along East Eighteenth . Street to ■ 
Parade Street, south on Parade -Street to East Twenty- 
first Street, ease or. East Twenty-fti^st Street to'Wallace 

• X - . * / 

Street, south on Wallace/Street: to East Iwenty-sixth 

Street, west on Ee.st Tyventy-sixth Street to Gemnah 

Street, north on German Street to Efipst Eighteenth Street — 

the point of beginning. r^AU streets taken along the ceriterline 

■ / ■ \ ... / / ■ ' 
are r.-nade up of blof ks and trac£s described as: 

^ TRACT 13 - Blocks 26,38,44, , 
TR/^CT 18 - Blocks g,3-.9. t'0. 13, -14.24.25,26,27. 



68 



REGION IK 

Starting at the intersection of East Eighteenth Street and 
Holland Street, east on East Eighteenth Street to Gemnan 
Street, south on Gernnan Street to East Twenty-sixth Street 
west or East Twenty-sixth Street to Holland, north on 
Holland Street to East Eighteenth Street — point of begin- 
ning. All streets taken along the centerline are nnade up of 
blocks and tracts described as: 
TRACT 13 - Blocks 25,39,43,50, 
TRACT 18 " Blocks 4,8,15,21,23, 
(Per Exhibit 7)> 
REGION III. 

Starting at the intersection of East Eighteenth Street and 
Holland Street, south along Holland Street to East Twenty- 
sixth Street to State Street, north along State Street to 
Eighteenth Street, east along East Eighteenth Street to 

Holland Street the potnt of beginning. All streets taken 

along the centerline are connposed of blocks and tracts 
described as: 

TRACT 13 " Blocks 23,24,40,41 >42,51 , 
TRACT 18 " Blocks 5,.6, 7, 16, 17, 18, 19,20. 
REGION IV: 

Starting at the intersection of Parade Street and Penn 
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Central Tracks, east along the Penn Central Tracks to Ash 
Street^ south along Ash Street to Zas'; Eighteenth Street^' 
west along East Eighteenth Street ' i Parade Street — the 
point of beginning. All streets taken along the centerline 
are' made up of tracts and blocks described as: I 
TRACT 14 - Blocks 16,17,18 / 

5. REGION V: ( ' / 

( ; 

Starting at the intersection |bf East Eighteenth Street and 
Parade Street, east on East Eighteenth Street to Ash Street, 
south on Ash Street to & : Twenty-sixth Street, west on 

East Twenty-sixth Street /to Wallace Street, north on Wallace 

i 

Street to East Twenty-fii^st Street, west on ulast Twenty-first 

Street to Parade StreetJ north on Parade Street to East 

Eighteenth Street — point of beginning. AH streets taken 

along the centerline are Iconnpnsed of blocks and tracts 

described as: \ 

TRACT 13 - Blocks 27.28\,37,45,46,52, 

TRACT 1 8 " Blocks 1 , 1 1 , lV >28,29 . ! 

6. AH Kindergarten students frc^ the fomner Garfield attendance 
area are assigned to Washington ScPiooU ; 

GLE NWOOD SCHOOL (Will House Grides K-5) 

^ ' ^ 

1 , Pro posed Boundary Changes \ 

As of September 1975, Glenwooc^ School will have an 

\ 
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expanded attendance area to include Garfield Region III for 

rades 1-5. This region is herein described: 
Starting at the intersection of East Eighteenth Street and 
Holland Street, south along Holland Street to East Twenty- 
sixth Street, west along East Twenty-sixth Street to State 
Street, north along State Street to West Eighteenth Street, 
east along East Eighteenth Street to Holland Street — point 
of beginning o AH streets taken along the centerline are 
nnade up of tracts and blocks described as: 
TRACT 13 - Blocks 23,24,40,41,42,51. 
TRACT 18 - Blocks 5,6,7,16,17,18,19,20. 
Innpact on Students Resulting from Boundary Changes. 
These boundary changes will involve the reassignnnent of 
106 former Garfield students to Glenwood School. The 
racial composition of this group is 32 White and 74 Black. 
Since all these students reside within the 1 .5 mile limit of 
Glenwood School, they will walk to school. (Per Exhibit 8) 
Summary Statement 

This proposed reassignment of students' is compatible with 
the building capacity of Glenwood School. The student 
reassignment establishes a Black enrollment of 21.2%. 



JEFFERSON SCHOOL (WiU House Grades K-5) 

/ 

1 . Propoged Boundary Changes 

As of Septennber 1975, Jefferson School will have an 
expanded attendance area to include Garfield Region II for 
grades 1-5. This region is herein described as: 
REGION II: 

Starting at the intersection of East Eighteenth Street to 
Holland Street, east on East Eighteerjith Street to German 
Street, south on Gernnan Street to Eas^ Twenty-sixth Street, 
.west on East Twenty-sixth Street to Holland Street, north 
on Holland Street to East Eighteenth Street — point of 
beginning. AH streets taken along the centerline are nnade 
up of blocks and tracts described as: 
TRACT 13 - Blocks 25,39,43,50. 
TRA CT 18 - Blocks 4,8,15,21,23, 

2o Innpact on Students Resulting fronn Boundary Changes 

These boundary changes will involve the reassignnnent of 
98 fornner Garfield students to Jefferson School. The 
racial connposition of the group is 22 White and 76 Black. 
Since all these students reside within the 1.5 nnile linnit of 
Jefferson, they will walk to school. (Per Exhibit 7). 

3. Sunnnnary Statennent 

The proposed reassignnnent of students is connpatible with 

72 

o 

ERIC 



the building capacity of Jefferson, School • The student 
reassignnnent establishes a Black enrollment of 26.9%. 

LINCOLN SCHOOL (Will House Grades K-5) 

1 o Proposed Boundary Changes 

: ■ ' \ 

As of Septennber 1975, Lincoln School will have an expanded 
attendance area to include Garfield Region I for grades 1-5. 
This region is herein described: 
REGION I : ^ 

Starting at the intersection of Gernnan Street and East 
Eighteenth Street, east along East Eighteenth Street to 
Parade Street, south on Parade Street to East Twenty-first 
Street, east on East Twenty-fifth Street to Wallace Street, 
south on Wallace Street to East Twenty-sixth Street, west 
on East Twenty-sixth Street to German Street, north on 
German Street to East Eighteenth Street — the point of 
beginning. All streets taken along the centerline are made 
up of blocks and tracts described as: 
TRACT 13 - Blocks 26,38^ 44. 

TRACT 18 - Bleaks 2,3,9, 10, 1v3, 14,24,25,26,27. 
2 . ImpacL on Students Resulting from Boundary Changes, 

These boundary changes will involve the reassignment of 
97 former Garfield students to Lincoln School. The racial 
composition of this group is 34 White and 63 Black. Since 
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, all these students reside within the 1.5 nnile linnit of 

Lincoln School, they will walk to school. (Per Exhibit 6). 
. 3. . Summary Statement 
_ The proposed reassignment of students is compatible with 

the building capacity of Lincoln School. The student reassign- 
ment establishes a Black enrollment of 21.5%. 
McKINLEY SCHOOL (Will House Grade)ts K-5) 
1 , Proposed Boundary Changes 

As of September 1975, McKinley School will Piave an expanded 
attendance area to include Garfield Region V. This Region is 
herein described as: ^ 
REGION V: 

Starting at the intersection of East Eighteenth Street and 
Parade Street, east on East Eighteenth Street to Ash 
Street, south on Ash Street to East Twenty-sixth Street, 
wesj: on East Twenty-sixth Street to Wallace Street, north 
on Wallace Street to East Twenty-first Street, wes> on 
East Twenty-first Street to Parade Street, north on Parade 
Street' to East Eighteenth Street — point of t.^girning. All 
streets taken along the ce ^.rline are composed of blocks and 
tracts described as: 
- TRACT 13 - Blocks 27, go, 3 7 , 45. 46, b2. 
TRACT 18 - Blocks 1 1 , 1 2 ,28,29 

74 

O 

ERIC 



2. Impact on Students Resulting from Boundary Changes 
These boundary changes will involve the . recissignment of 38 
former Garfield students to McKlnley School. The racial 
composition of this group is 23 White and 15 Black. Since 

all these students reside within the 1 .5 mile limit to McKinley, 
they will walk to school. (Per Exhibit 16). 

3, ' Sum.mary Statemen t 

The proposed reassignment of students is compatible with 
the building capacities of McKinley School. The student 
reassignment establishes a Black enrollment of 25.1%. 

WASHINGTON SCHO OL rVV ?ll House Grades K-5) 

1 . P roposed Boundary Changes 

As of September 1975, Washington School will have an expanded 
attendance area for Kindergarten only which will include the 
entire old Garfield School attendance area. For grades 1-5, 
the Washington School attendance ar>:a remains unchanged. 
The old Garfield School attendance area is herein described: 
Starh K> at the intersection of Eighteentli Street and State 
Street, east along Eighteenth Street to Parade Street, north 
on Parade Street to the Penn Central Tracks, east along 
the Penn Central Tracks to Ash Street, south on Ash Street 
to East Twenty-sixth Street, west on East Twenty-sixth 
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street to State Street, north on State Street to Eighteenth 

Street : — point of beginning. All Streets taken along the 

centerline are made up of tracts and blocks described a.^: 

TRACT 13 " Blocks 23,24,25,26,27,28,37,38,39,40,41 
43,44,45,46,50,51 ,52, 

TRACT 14 Blocks 16,17,18. 

TRACT 18 - Blocks 1 ,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9, 10, 1 1 . 12, 13, 14, 15, 
16,17,18,19,20,21 ,23,24,25,26,27,28,29. 

2. Impact on Students Resulting from Proposed Boundary Changes 
It is estimated that 73 Kindergarten students are being 
reassigned to Washington School. Estimated racial composition 
of this group is 18- NA/hite and 55 Black. Since these students 
reside within 1.5 miles, they will walk to Washington School. 

3. Summary Statement 

The proposed reassignments are compatible with the building 
capacity of Washing'., n School. The student reassignrjient 
establishes a projected Black enrollment of 17.4%. 
Group V - Wayne- E di son-Penn 

Group 5 Wayne- Edison -Penn are clustered as a group and 
encompass census tracts 5,6,7 and approximately 50% of 
tract 8. Tract 5 is a stable residential neighborhood with 
commercial and industrial area confined to its perimeter. 
During the 12 year period from 1960-f2 the population 
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\ . . . 55 

decreased from 4,682 to 3,937 a difference of 745 people. 
Tract 6 contains a large public housing complex of 496 units. 
The majority of occupants of the housing complex are low 
income. From 1960-72 the population declined from 5,445 
to 4,749, a decrease of 696 people. Tract 7 is now in the 
initial stages of rapid decline between 1*960-1972 the 
population declined from 4,266 to 3,466, a total of 800 people. 

TABLE 15 
TRACT COMPOSITION (K-6) 





January 
1 971 


October 
1971 


March 
1973 


November 
1973 


1974 


TRACT 


W 




T 


W 


B 


T 


W 


B 


T 


W 


B 


T 


W 


B 


T 


5 
6 
7 
8 


232 
373 
194 
205 


2 
120 
22 
32 


235 
493 
216 
237 


205 
362 
192 
174 


8 
101 
22 
33 


213 
463 
214 
207 


199 
291 
188 
224 


6 
96 
20 
27 


205 
387 
208 
261 


159 
294 
191 
202 


7 
87 
20 
36 


166 
381 
21 1 
238 


178 
S5 
149 
68 


1 1 

95 
19 

3 


189 
350 
168 
213 



Group V - Wayne - Edison - Penn 

Wayne-Edison- Penn ar^ clustered to form group five. Wayne 
is scheduled to undergo extensive renovations and open as a 
middle school housing grades (5-8) in September 1977. Under 
this proposal Wayne School boundaries would be the s^me as 
described under the (4-4-4) plan. However, in September 
1975 only grades 3,4,5 and 6 would be housed. 
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This design would converge to the (5-8) grade configuration 
by Septennber 1977. Penn and Jones will house grades 
(K-5). Since both Penn and Edison would have an out- 
migration of the present grade six pupils. These would be 



reassigned to Wayne according to the~~C4=4==4)--beundaries^ 
All present and future Wayne attendance area grades K and 
1 will be assigned to Penn and Wayne using the (4-4-4) 
boundaries, 

TABLE 16. 
1973 and 1974 RACIAL COMPOSITION 





W 


B 


T 


foB 1 


W 


B 


T 


%B 


Edison 


282 


77 


359 


21 ."4 


243 


85 


328 


25.9 


Penn 


223 


24 


247 


9.7 


215 


22 


237 


9.3 


Wayne 


415 


156. 


571 


27.3 


394 


171 


565 


30.2 
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» TABLE 17 

SCHOOL CAPACITY vs ENROLLMENT 1974 



1 


B.T.F. Rated Caoacity 


1974 Enrollment 


Edison 

Penn 

Wayne* 


K 


(1-4) 


Sp.Ec 


Total 


K 


(1-6) 


Sp.Ed. 


Total 


150 
100 


420 
275 


7-rrTis 


570 
375 
750 


73 
38 
76- 


263 
199 
510 


96. 
42 


432 
237 
628 



* Rated as a nniddle school (5-8) 
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Methodology; 

1 • The assignment of pupils for Wayne would be accord- 
ing to expanded attendance areas nnade up of contiguous 
blocks described in the (4-4-4) plan. 

2. Students will walk to school whenever it is possible, 
and if the school is within the permissable walking 
distance students will be assigned to the nearest 
school out of balance, 

3, Contiguous blocks will be grouped together to form 
satellite school areas or expanded attendance areas. 

The Plan: 



September 1974 
K-1-2 
• ^ • 



Penn 
(K-5) 



Gr. 6 

September 1 97j4 

Gr, 6 



Wayne 
(3-6) 



September 1974 



September 1 974 
► • 



Edison 
(K-5) 



0) 

c 

J 

o 



September 1974 
• ■ 



Gr. S 
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1 . Penn-Edison - Both Penn and Edison would have an 
e>cpanded attendance area - Penn to the east, and 
Edison to the west -^the new boundary converging on 
their previously defined (4-4-4) boundary. Starting 
in Septennber 1975 all K, 1,2 children in this area will 
attend Penn. ' 

2o Wayne - Wayne will beconne an elennentary school in 
transition to a (5-8) nniddle school. Under the pro- 
posed, plan Wayne would house all of the current Wayne 
attendance area grade 3,4,5, and 6. Additionally, 
approxinnately 47 Burton Area grade 5 pupils would be 
the expansion of the grade 6 atter^dance area to 
acconnnnodate pupils from Penn, Jones, and Edison. 

\ 

i All three group 5 schools will be racially balanced. 

\ 

WAYNE' SCHOOL. (Will House G rades 3-4-5-6) . 
5 — " ' 

1 . Proposed Boundary Changes - 

^ 1.1 Grades 3 and 4 - For these grades no changes 
in the Wayne attendance area are proposed. 
1 Gr ade 5 - Student^ in this grade who reside 

presently in the Wayne attendance area will 

i 

continue to go to Wayne School. Additionally, 

I 

those fifth graders, fronn the Burton School 
attendance area who reside in the area herein 
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described will attend Wayne: 

Starting at the intersection of the Penh Central 
Tracks and DoWning Avenue, west along the Penn 
Central Tracks to the Old Lake Erie Railroad 
Tracks, southeast along the Old Lake Erie Rail- 
road Tracks to Downing Avenue extended, north 
along Dbwning Avenue to the Penn Central Tracks — 
point of beginning.. All streets taken along the 
cehterline are made up of tracts and blocks 
described as: 

TRACT 1 5 - Blocks 3,4,26,27,28,29,30.31,32,33, ' 
34,35,36, 37,38., 39, 50,51 ,52,53,54,56, 
57,58,59,60,61,62,65. 

TRACT 16 " Blocks 9,10,11,12,13,14,15,32,33,34, 
^ 3 5 , 36 , 37 ,38 ,5 1 ,52 ,53 ,54 ,63 ,64 ,65 . - 

3 Grade 6 

(1) Students in this grade who presently r^eside 
in the Wayne attendance area will continue at 

. . Wayne Schbol. ^ . ^ 

(2) Additionally, all other sixth graders fronn the 
area herein described, which was. fornnerly 
part of Penn, Jones, Edison, and Marshall 
School attendance- areas, will now attend 
Wayne School. 
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f . " ■ • 

starting at Front Street east and German Str^^et, 
south along Qemnan Street, 4:0 the Penn Central 
Tracks, east along the Penn Central Tracks to ^ ^ 
Franklin Avenue, * npnth along Franklin Ayenue 
(west side only), to th^ Lake Front,' west along 
the Lake Front to Gemnan Str^tet — . point of 
beginning. All streets taken along the center- 
line are made up of tracts and , blocks described 
as: ' ' , 



TRACT 


5 


- AU 


Blocks. 


TRACT 


6 


- AU 


Blocks. 


TRACT 


7 


- AU 


Blocks. 



TRACT 8 - B locks, 1 ,2,3,6,7,8,9, id, 11,12,13, 

16,17,18,19,20,21 ,24,25,26.27,28,29. 

T RACT 4 - Blocks 7,8.9, 10, 1 1 ,13,20.21 ;^2, 23,24 
25,26,27,28,29,30,31 ,35. 

TRACT 1 4 - Blocks 1 .2,4,5,6,7,8,9, 10, 1 1 , 12,-13, 
14,15. 

TRACT 13, - Blocks 1,5,6. 
TRACT 15 ■- Blcfcks 1 ,2. 
Burton/Dieh l Si xth Graders to Wa yne 
Additionally, those sixth grade students r esidinrj 
in the area herein described will attend Wayoe 
School. ■ . 
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! Starting at the intersection of Buffalo Road and 

' ^ \ ■ . 

the Old P^nn Central Tracks, southeast along the 

Old Penn Central Tracks to the east city line, 

north along the east city line to Buffalo Road, \ 

west along the centerline of Buffalo Road to the 

/ ■ - 

Old Penn Central Track$ — the point of beginning. 

All streets taken along' the centerline are nnade up 

/ 

of tracts and blocks described as: 
TRACT 15 - Blocks 57,58,59,61,62, 
TRACT 16 - All of the Blocks in Tract, 
Im par t on Students Resulting from Bounda^ry Changes 

1 Grad e 5 - Burton to Wayne - This move will involve 
the reassignrpent of 49 Burton students to Wayne. 
The racial/4om position is 32 White and 17 Black . 

These st(jdents will all be trp.nsported at public 

/' 

expense. (Per Exhibit 12), 

2 Gf ade 6 

.1) Penn, Edison, Jones, Marshall to Wayne 
This reassignment will affect 93 students 
from the above cited schools. The racial 
I composition is 77 White and 16 Black. 

These students all reside within the two- '\ 
mile limit and will wa lk to Wayne School. 
(Per Exhibit 15). 
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.2) Burton^ Diehl to 



Also reassigned 



Wayne 



jare 73 inconning sixth 



grade students frionn the Burton-Diehl 

i \ 

attendance area to Wayne, The racial 

cbnnposition is 53 White ^nd 20 Black . 

\ 

These students VA/ill all be\ transported at 



public expense. (Per Exhibit 11). 

\ 

3^. Sunnnnary Statement / 

Consistent with the District's Long Range Plan, Wayne School 
is proceedirig toward full Middle School implementation. The 
proposed reassignments' are compatible with the b,uilding 
capa:city of Wayne School. The student reassignment estab- 
lishes a Black enrollment of 21,1%. 
EDISON SCHOOL (Will House Grades K-5) 
1 • Proposed Boundary Changes ; 

No change in attendance^ area is proposed for students in 

grades 3,4, and 5. For grades K,1, and 2, howevelr, the 

1 \ 

attendance area has been expanded to include part of the 

present Wayne School attendance area, as herein described: 

, 1 

1 

Starting at the Lake Front and East Avenue, south oh East 

„ , • - '■ i 

Avenue to th^ Penn Central Tracks, east along the * Penn 

Central Tracks to Camphausen Avenue, north along Camp- 

I 

hausen Avenue to the Lake — the point of beginning. ^ All * 
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streets taken along the centerline a?-e made up of tracts and 
blocks described as: 

TRACT 5 - Blocks 2,3,5,6,10,11.12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20, _ 
21 ,22,23,24,25,26,27,28,29,30,31 ,32,33,34,35,36, 
37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49,50. 51 ,52,53. 

TRACT 6 - B locks 3,33,47,48,49,5 0 ,51 ,52,53. 
2. Impact on Students Resulting from Boundary Changes 

These boundary changes will involve the reassignment of 75 
grade 1 and 2 students from the present Wayne School 
attendance area. The racial composition of the group 
reassigned is 72 White and 3 Black. Since these students 

r 

reside within a 1 .5 nnile distance, they will walk to Edison . 
School. (Per Exhibit 10). 

3o Sumnnary Statennent 

The proposed reassignnnents are compatible with the building 
capacity of Edison School. The student reassignment estab- 
lishes a Black enrollment of 23.9%. 

PENN SCHOOL (Will House Grades K-5) 

1 . Proposed Boundary Changes 

As of September 1975, Penn School will have an expanded 
attendance area resu ting from the following boundary changes:: 
A. Garfield to Pe n> i - The area herein described, formerly 
part of the Garfield attendance area, i^ to be incorpor- 
\ ate d as part of tne new Ponn attendance area and is 
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identified as Region IV of the old Garfield area: 
Starting at the intersection of Parade Street and Penn 
, Central Tracks^ east along Penn Central Tracks to Ash 
Street,, south along Ash Street to East Eighteenth Street, 
west along East Eighteenth Street to Parade Street — 
point of beginning. Alt streets taken along the centerline 
are nnade up of tracts and blocks described as: 
TRACT 14 - Blocks 16,17,18, 
Wayne to Penn - The area herein described, formerly part 
of the VVayne attendance area, is to be incorporated as part 
of the new Penn K, 1 and '2 attendance area: 
Starting at the intersection of the Lake Frie Railroad and 
Reed Street, south on Reed Street to East Ninth Swreet, 
east on East Ninth Street to Wayne Street, south on Wayne 
Street to East Tenth Street, e4st on East Tenth Street to- 
the Lake Erie Railroad, south along Lake Erie Railroad to 
the intersection of the Penn Central Railroad, erxst e.long 
Penn Central Railroad to East Avenue, north along East 
Avenue to the Bay. All streets taken along the centerline 
are made up of tracts and blocl^:s described as: 
TRACT 4 - Blocks 10,24,25,26,27,35. 

TRACT 7 - B locks 1 ,2,3,6,7,8,9, 10,11, 12, 13, 14, 18, 19,20 , 
21 ,27,28. 

TRACT 14 - Block 1 . 

■86 



65 



3 • Impact on Studehts Resulti^-^ fropi Boundary Changes 

These boundary changes will involve the reassignment of 18 
Garfield students 4 .White and 14 Black y all in K-5 grades, 
and 54 Wayne students in grades K-1 ,2, racially composed 
of 43 White and 11 Black. Since all these reassigned ; 
students live within a 1,5 mile distance fhom Penn School^ 
they will walk to school. (Per Exhibits 5 and 14). 

4, Summary Statement . * • 

The proposed reassignmehts are compatible with the building 
capacity of Penn School, The student reassignment establishes 
a Black enrollment of 17,5%. 

Group VI Balanced Schools, 

COLUMBUS SCHOOL .(Will House Grades K-5) 

1 . Since Columbus School is racially balanced at present,, 
no boundary .changes or reassignments are proposed, 

2. Tha projected racial balance for September "'97 5 is 
18.8?/o Black.' . 

DIEHL SCHOOL (Will House Grades K-5) 

. 1 . There are no proposed boundary changes for the Diehl 
School attendance area. No student reassignnnents _^ 
are proposed, 

2, The projected racial balance for September 1975 is 



32*4% Black. It is recognizee >ha.\. Diehl School is 
outside of the allowable racial limits. However, to 
racially balance Diehl School involves alternatives that 
are patently undesirable, to wit: 

1 . 1 The logical nnovement of Diehl students to Edison 
. School, which is contiguous to the Diehl area, is' 
hampered by the hazardous conditions created by 
the Penn Central Railroad Tracks. 

1 .2 ^ Busing of students to overcome the hazards 

^stated in (1.1) does not seem feasible since the 
maio thorc'jghfares. Franklin Avenue and East 
Lake Road, are heavily traveled by large 
numbers of the -13,000 employees of the General 
Electric Plaint and by many hundreds of the 
Hammermill Paper Company employees. 

1 „P It is likely that many Blacks residing in Tracfci: 

15 and 16 of the Diehl School Area will move 

/ ■ 

lo public housing as it becomes ava.ilabl^ in 
Tracts 27 (Connell School area) and Tract 30 
(Grover Cleveland School). 
1 .4 '/oluntary transfer to Harding School will be 
encouraged. 
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HARDING SCHOOL QA/iU iHouse Grades K-5) ^ 
1 . It is proposed that Harding School will continue its open 

enrollment policy, expanding t^at policy to include Grade 5, 

for the 1975-76 schocT year. . 
JONES School (WiU Hous e Grad es K-5) 

1 , Since Jones School is racially balanced at present, no boun- 
dary changes or recJssign:nents are proposed. 

2, The Kindergarten student. j fronn the Marshall School 
attendance area will continue to attend Jones School as is 
the present policy o 

3, • The projeci-ed racial balance for September 1975 is 16.1% 

Black • 

As required by the plan, this practicum writer prepared a 
'jrict and block population analysis for each satellite region or 
expanded attendance area proposed under the plan. The basis 
for the exhibits was the district's tract and block structure which 

is part Lhe Erie Computer Model. The district's block and 

/■ 

tract ::tructur^., up -dated from the pupil data base, provided the 
statistical basis for the Simulations of each region r The pro- 
•■ edures for configurating the attendance area or satellite attendance 
area arc: described in the final design of the Erie Computer Model. 
The projections, as requested by the administration, were 
processed accordingly: f 

89 



Grade Survival 

1 . 1 Kindergarten to first grade destination. Persistent 
survival ratios for majority schools and minority 
schools of 0.75 and 1.00 respectively were used. The 
majority schools experience about a 25% out migration 
to private schools while inner city school^ showing 
about 100% retention of Kindergarten children to first . 
grade. 

1 .2 Grade (1-4) 

These students constitute the September 1975 grade 
(2-5) population. In preparing the (4"4"4) plan grade 
by grade survival ratios were developed. The 
administration requested that a ^00% survival scale 
be used. 

Grade Promotion 

The proposed plan assumed 100% grade promotion for all 
elementary pupils. This was based on an average grade 
, retention of less than 1% over a thre6 year span. 
Population M obility . , 

The outei city schools have a fairly stable* population with 
the in migration and out-migration being relatively equal. 
However, the ^nner city schools experience a high population 
mobility. This could cause some, variances in the pro* 
jectrions as presented. 
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TABLE L9 ° 

SCHOOL ENROLLMENT SUMMARY 
PROPOSED SEPTEMBER 1975 PLAN 



SCHOOL 


KINDERGARTEN 
W B/0 T 


GRADES (1-5) 
W B/0 


T 


% BLACK 


BuRISB 


43 


13 


56 


131 


36 


lO / 




BURTON 


50 


40 


90 


193 


208 


/in 1 


O !• O 

• 


CLEVELAND 


96 


4 


100 


298 


45 


OrtO 


1^1 


COLUMBUS 


35 


5 


40 


185 


43 


228 


• 18.8 


CONNELL ' 


145 


5 


150 


425 


65 


490 


13.3 


DIEHL . 


69 


16 


85 


225 


108 


333 


32.4 


EDISON 


75 


. 37 


112 


241 


76 


317 


24.0 


EMERSON 


99 


25 


124 


343 


83 


426 


19.4 



GARFIELD 



CLOSED- 



65 



70 10 



GLENWOOD 
HAMILTON 
HARDING 
IRVING 
JEFFERSON 
JONES 
LINCOLN 
LONGFELLOW CLOSED 



75 0 



64 
100 



7 
4 



37. 28 
131 9 



7_5 
68 
80 
71 

104 
65 

140 



286 77 

258 57 

298 55 

268 42 

307 113 

135 26 

338 93 



363 
315 
353 
310 
420 
161 
431 



McKINLEY 

PENN 

PERRY 

WASHINGTON 
WAYNE , 



TOTALS 



50 15 

51 8 
90 1 
42 59 



65 
59 
91 
101 



3337 289 1676 15057 1392 6449 



200 67 267 

202 43 245 

273 .41 314 

25 143 



118 



33.3 ^&2_ 



422 



21.2 
18. 1 
15.6 
13.5 
26.9 
16. 1 
21.5 



25. 1 
17.5 
13. 1 
17.4 
21.3 



.21.6 



TABL.E _2g_ 
RACIAL BAND ANALYSIS PROPOSED PLAN 

RANGE 



Below 12.62 


/ 12.62 - 29.14 


ABOVE 29.14 


NONE 


BURNS (21 .6) 
CLEVELAND (13.1) 


BURTON (51 .8) 




COLUMBUS (18.8) 


DIEHL (32.4) 




CONNELL (13.3) 






EDISON (24.0) 






EMERSON (19.4) 
GLENWOOD (21 .2) 






HAMILTONK18.1) 




X 


HARDING (15.6) 
IRVING (13.5) 
JEFFERSON ^(26.9) 
, JONES (16.1) 
LINCOLN (21 .5) 
' McKINLEY (25.1) 
PENN (17.5) 
PERRY (13.1) 
WASHINGTON*"Cf7. . 4) 




: 


WAYNE (21 .1) 




/ 
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TO /FROM " EsLii;.ritG Ci-.. 1 

■RE J.SSTGN^IENT ' 7 



\\ALKERS : 

Burns from Lcnrrfcllcw 



EiTierscn frciTi Burns 


' \ 


Emerson from Lcngfellow ; 


2 5 t 31 




Glenwccd from Garfield 




• -5 16 2i, b 3.4- 22! 7 1 


Jefferson from Garfield 




.2 21 3 3- ■ ■ '^2'' " 1 


■ ■ t 

Lincoln fr'om Garfield ! 


G 14 ■ ■ ■ ■ ' ; ' 1 


McRinley froi? Ga,2?field 






Penn from Garfield 




0 3 ■ 3 : : ; : C; i 


* 

Penn from Wayne (1-2) 


2? -4 26 


2 3 - ? •' ' " ' ■ ■ ~ 


Edison from V>'ayn^^ (1-2) 


3 9 ] 40 


3 9 1 - : . ■ '' , ■ ■ 


Wayne from . . ' - , 
Jones, Penn, Edison (6? 


: 




V7ashincTton from Garfield (I'/i 


18 3'- 7 3 




TOTAL WALKERS 

PlUG" fKqn/) E^r:mate 


113 S? 197 


! 11 5 R4 1 9?- : • ' • :■ 6 

i . .: i 



4 



,PRESE^:TLY PEIHG Tr:-v-:;roRTr:D 

1 'T ■ — 



TO /F RON 
RE^^SSTG'\:-]E1\T 



.Ken. ^ 

v: :\ V 



^Cleveland frcra 

(Gr> 5)'. . 

^Cleveland frcrr. 

Wayne ( Bi-JLingual ) 
*Perr5" from * j 

Marshall (Gr. 3-4) 



^Hamilton from 

Marshall (Gr . 1-^2; 
*Jones 'f rom 

Marsha ll (Kgn.f ) ^ 
*Connell from '■ 

"Burton {^ ^ Gr . 5) 
*\CaynG from 



Burton ik Gr, 



5'i 



9 24 3 3 



9 24 *3 3 



8 16 24; 



TOTJ-iL PRESENTLY 
- TRANSPORTED 

ADDITlONJiL 
..TRANSPORTATION 
PER PROPOSAL . 
TO /FROM 
^•'^Irving - from Burns 



TOTAL TRy-tNS PORTED 
PE_P- PR QPOSAL 



(Gr, 51 



9 24 3 3! 9 24 3 3 



8 18 26i 



•"^Th ^Gse Students arc^ .... 

^ ^'' Only New Transt^cr t.a t i on Reau i^e^^P r ^- 'PjVoc a 1 . 



Pro sent ].\-- 1•r:\ ^^^: - c ^; r cT 



•jr/Tic::f ' 



le 19' 



i'"'G f c; ror-.C'- .T'cdo ;C:-:h ibi t A'umbc r 



0 . 12, 
]- 





• 






6 3 


iil7 






]7 


40 


. 57 


#17 . 




; .. .. 


9 




. 3 3 


-^-ii— ^ 


40 *:^? 


; C 




4 ^' 






— : — 1 


■ ! 

i 




VT 


i 

49, 
- -i 


#12 ■ 



1.6 4 0 
. , 





74 ' 40 


■ 

> 






141 '^UA] 34 5 


^^..-.^ „ , „, *"— ■ ■ — ■ 



erJc 



96 
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TABLE 23 

The School District of the City of Erie, Pa. 
SUMMARY OF REASSIGNED STUDENTS 
WALKERS W B T W B T 

Grades 1-6 431 344 775 

Grade (Kindergarten 115 83 197 



TOTAL 546 426 972 

B. TRANSPORTED 

<■ 

Present 117 188 305 

Proposed 24 16 40 



TOTAL 0 141 204 345 



GRAND TOTAL , 687 630 1317 

C. MOVEMENT COMPARISON WHITE% BLACK% 

1. WALKERS 52.2 47.8 

2. PRESENTLY TRANSPORTED 38.4 61.6 

3. TOTAL TRANSPORTED 

PER PROPOSAL 40.9 59.1 

4. TOTAL F?EASSIGNMENT 

PER PROPOSAI .. 52.2 47.3 

5. DISTRICT (l-S) COMPARISON 

OF REASSIGNMENT ... . 8.4 7.7 
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ANALYSIS OF PUPIL STATISTICS 
FOR 



IMPLEMENTED ^ PLAK 
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The analysis of pupil statistics for the p^an which includes 

\^ 

the district's middle school grades (6-8) and senior^ high school 

grades (9-12) is presented. The validation process is described 

by the systems flow chart, figure 1 ■ 

These activities are described as follows: 

Task . 1 . April 1975, plan accepted. 

Task 2 . Up-date school census > 

This task was accomplished through the data services 
department, pre-printed census enumeration forms 
were prepared from the district's pupil data file. 
Forms \A/ere validated by the schools, corr ectior.s/ 
additions were made. All changes, additions, 
corrections were processed by the data service depart- 
ment. 

Task 3 . New school boundaries. 

The new ^school attendance areas were configured 

according to their contiguous tracts- find blocks. 

. . 7 

These new attendance ar-ea described as Exhibits 1-13, 

♦ * ■ . 

were merged to the district's school attendance files. 



7 



Sala, op. cit., Maxi I Report, Volume IV, pp. 88-112. 
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1 



i^RIL 1975 

PLA^J 
ACCEPTED 



ERIC 



UP-I 
SCH( 
CHAl 
AMn P.] 


DATE 
DOL 
^GES 




r 3 


NEW SCHOOL 
BOUNDARIES 
K-5, 6-8; 9-15 
AVTS ASSIGN 



w 4 



YES 




NO 
5 



SCHOOL 

ASSIGNMENT 

LISTS 
n 





r.. 7 


SCHOOL 

AND 
DISTRICT 
ASSIGNMENT 







PARENTS 



SCHOOL 



100 



Figure 1 



74.2 



FLCDW CHART/PUPIL UP-DATE 




YES 



w 11 






NO 
' 14 


UP-DATE 
PUPIL HLE, 
PROCESS 
CHANGES 




« 

r 15 


SCH 
Alv 
DIST 
REPORI 


OOL 
ID 

RICT 





10 



YELLOW 
CENSUS 

CARD 
TD ADM . 



12 



1. 


LEFT DISTRICT 


2. 


ADDRESS CHANGE, 




NEW SCHOOL 


3. 


P.O. A. 


4. 


WHEREABOUTS 




UNKNOWN 


St, 


NON-PUBLIC SCHOOL 


6. 


DECEASED 



13 



YES ^ 


SALMON 




TO 




CARD 




DATA 




TO ADM . 




PROCESSING 



Figure 1 (cont.) 
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More changes. 

This task involved the precise validation of all school 
attendance areas. Expended and satellite school 
attendance areas were verified. 
School Assignnnent Lists 

Although school changes occur daily the interinn wait- 
ing period for task 4 placed the district's pupil data 
file in its nnost current and up to date postu.'^e. 
Notification letters to the parents of pupils reassigned 
were prepared by the data services department. 
Parent Letters Mailed 
D istrict/School pupil assignnnent . 
Census cards are pre-printed and distributed to all 
the city's public and non-public schools. The yellow 
census card form #73-C02 is used. During a 7 day 
adjustment period, from the opening of school, the , 
pupil membership is validated. Pupils who report and 
for whom a yellow pre-printed census card is avail- 
able are placed on the school's active roll. Cards 
for pupils who fail to appear are returned to the 
district's data services department foi^^ investigation. 
Probable causes for failure to report are: the family 
left the district, the child moved and attends another 
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■ . / 

public school in the district, the child attends a district 
non-public school, the child^s whereabouts is unknown, 
•the child is deceased. 
New Pupils 

A student who reports to a school and for whonn there 
is not a pre-printed yellow census card is a new pupil 
The school prepares a salmon card #75-C06 for all 
new pupils, the child is ertered on the schools active 
role. The salnnon card is sent to the data services 
department for processing. The salmon cards 
represent several situations: district public school 
pupils assigned to school A, but report to school B 
because of an^tt^ndance area address change; district 
non-public school pupils assigned to a non-public 
school, but now enroll at their attendance area public 
school; students new to the' district. 
Up-date/process changes, 

"The yellow census cards, and salmon census cards 
are sorted: 

Yellow cards- , ^ . . . 

1. Students assigned to school A but reported to B, 

2. Students who left the district. 

3. Students- whose whereabouts are unknown. 

4. Deceased students. 

5. Students f5ast compulsory age. 
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Salmon cards 

Salmon cards are used to report new pupils who 
report to a school and are placed on the school's 
active roll. These cases are: 

1 . District students assigned to public school A but 
reported to public school B,. ' 

2, District students assigned to a non-public school 
but report to a district public school, 

3, District students assigned to a public school but 

report to a non-public, school, 

"\ ' ■ 

4, Students new to the district. 
Processing changes 

1 , School changes : students are retained on the 
active roll, school changes are processed, 

2, Students who left the district: these students 
are placed on the inactive file, 

3, Students past compulsory age; These students are 
placed on the inactive roll, 

4, Students deceased: these students are deleted, 

5, New students : these students are placed on the 
district/school inactive roll. 

All changes processed. The pupil data file is 

vaVrdated-f or any mt^^rfg~ciata element i,e, date of 

birth, school number, home room assignment, race, 

grade. 

District/school enumeration reports ar^e pr^pared-and 
distributed. 
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TABLE _1_ 

ELEMENTARY GR. (1-5) -ENROLLMENT 
WITHOL/T SPECIAL EDUCATION 
October 1975 " 





SCHOOL / 


GR. 


W 


B/O 


TOTAL 


% B/O 




BURNS / 


K-4 


107 


30 


162 


18.5 




BUTTON 


K-4 


249 


193 


442 


45.9 




CLEVELAND 


K-5 


264 ' 


63 


327 


15.9 




COLUMBUS 


K-5 


159 


41 


200 


19.2 




CONNELL 


K-5 


409 ' 


62 


471 


13.1 




DIEHL 


K-5 


197 


138 


335 


41 .1 




EDisorli " 


K-5 


160 


84 


244 ■ 


34.4 




EMERSON 


K-5 


337 


71 


408 


17.4 




GLENWOOD c 


K-5 


234 


68 


302 


22.5 




HAMILTON ■ 


K-5 


236 


44 


280 


15.7 




HARDING 


K-5 


249 


62 


311 


19.9 




IRVING 


K-5 


258 


42 


300 


14.2 




JEFFERSON 


K-5 


303 • 


91 


394 


23.1 




JONES 


K-5 


125 


20 


145 


13.8 




LINCOLN 


K-5 


284 


82 


366 


22.3 




McKINLEY • 


K-5 


190 


61 


251 


24.3 




PENN 


K-5 


187 


47 


234 


. 20.0 




PERRY 


K-5 


"271 


45 


316 


14.2 




WASHINGTON 


K-5 


1 16 


20 


136 


14.7 




WAYNE 


K-5 


151 


55 


206 


26.7 




TOTAL 




4488 


1322 


5835 


22.65 
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TABLE 2 . 
ELEMENTARY (K-5) ENROLLMENT 
WITHOUT SPECIAL EDUCATlbN 
. October 1975 



SCHOOL 


GR. 


W 


B/O . 


TOTAL 


% B/O 


BURNS 


K-4 


140 


55 


196 


36.3 


BURTON , 


K-4 


.298 


253 


^ 551 ■ 


45.9 


CLEVELAND 


K-5, 


-^391 


74 . 


465 


15.9 


COLUMBUS 


K-5 


197 


47 


244 


,19.3 


CONNELL 


K-5 


545 


65 


610 


10.6 


DIEHL 


K-5 


264 


16& 


429 


38.5 


EDISON 


K-5 


247 


126 


373 


33. Bex 


EMERSON 


k-5 


435 


84 


• 519 


16^2 


GLENWOOD 


K-5 


234 


68 

-'A 


302 


22.5 


HAMILTON 


K-5 


299 


44 


j343 


12.8 


HARDINV:? 


K— 5 


. 31 0 


II 


OO 1 


1Q 9 


IRVING 


K-5 


333 


45 


378 


11.9 


JEFFERSON 


K-5 


408 


96 


, 504 


19.0 


JONES 


K-5 


178 


46 


224 


" 20.5 

7 c 


LINCOLN 


K-5 


358 


84 


^442 


19.0 


McKINLEY 


K-5 


224 


73 


297 


24.8 


PENN 


K-5 


242 


55 


. 297 


ia.5-- 


PERRY ^ 


K-5 1 


361 


45 


406 


11.1 


WASHINGTON 


K-5 


"159 


65 


224 


29.6- 


VyAYNE: 


Kr5 


1 151 , 


55 


206 


' 26 .7 


T^TAL--- 




5774 


1623 


7397 


21 .9 
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TAtsLt 3 
MIDDLE SCHOOLS GR. (6-7-8;) 
WITHOUT SPECIAL EDUCATION 
. October 1975 



MIDDLE SCHOOLS 


GR 


W 


' B/O 


TOTAL , 


% B/O ; 


EAST^ JR 


7- 


-8 


268 


48 


316 


15.2 \ 


GRIDLEY 


6- 


-8 


407 ; 


119 


526 


22.6 


MEMORIAL 


6- 


■8 


624 


113 


737 


15.3 


ROOSEVELT 


6- 


-8 


534 


175 


709 


24.6 


WILSON 


6- 


-8 


670 


163 


833 


19.6 


WAYNE 


6 




173 


58 


231 


25.1 


TOTAL 


6- 


-3 


2676 


676 


3352 


20 ..16 



TABL E 3A 

GRADES (9-12) 
WITHOUT SPECIAL EDUCATION 



SR. HIGH SCHOOLS 


9-12 


W 


B/O 


TOTAL 


% B/d 


ACADEMY ' 
EAST 

STRONG VINCENT 


9-12 
9-12 
9-12 


741 
736- 
1105 


246 
256 
168 


987 
992 
1273 


.24.S 
25.8 .. 
13.2 ' . 


TOTAL 


9-12 


2582 


.670 


3552 


20-'6 


AVTS (9-12) 

TECH-X 

TECH-Y 


9-12 
9-12 


126? 
J 2 59 


71 

79 


1334 
1333 


5.4 

. 5.9 f 


TOTAL. AVTS 


9-12 


2522 


150 


2672 


5.6'1 1 



1 ' 

/ 
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TABLE 4 

ELEMENTARY (K-5) ENROLLMENT 
WITH SPECIAL EDUCATION 

V 

October 1975 





SCHOOL 


GRi 


W 


B/O 


TOTAL 


BURNS 


K-4 


141 


• 55 


196 


BURTON 


K-4 


305' 


261 ' 


566 


! ■ 

CLEVELAND 

I 


K-5 


433 


99 


532 


colIumbus 


K-5 


217 


47 


263 


CONNELL 


K-5 


556 


68 


624 


DIEHL 


K-5 


264 


165 


429 


EDISON 


K-5^ 


306 


140 


446 


EMERSON 


K-5 


435 


84 


519 


GLENWOOD 


;k-5 


234 


e'8 


302 


HAMILTON 


K-5 


299 


44- 


343 


HARDING 


K-5 


323 ■ 


89 


412 


IRVING 


K-5 


339 


45,,- 


384 " ' 


JEFFERSON 


K-5 


418 


101 


519 


JONES 


K-5 


178 


46 V 


224 


LINCOLN 

I 


K-^ 


36S 


86 


' 449 


McKINLEY 


K-5 


224 


73 


297 


PENN 


K-5 


242 


55 


297 


PERRY . 


K-5 


375 ' 


50 


425 


WASHINGTON 


K-5 


159 


65 


224 


WAYNE 


K-5 


171 


64 


235 


TOTAL> 




5981 


1 706 


7687 . 
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TABLE 

MIDDLE SCHOOLS GR. (6-r-7-8) ENROLLMENT 
WITH SPECIAL EDUCATION 
Octobep 1975 



SCHOOL 


GR. 


W 


B/O 


TOTAL 


% B/O 


EAST JRo 


7-8 


268 


48 


316 


15.2 




GRIDLEY 


6-8 


407 


1 19 


526 


X 22.6 




MEMORIAL 


6-8 


681 


145 


826 


t7.5 




ROOSEVELT 


6-8 


549 


186 


735 


2^5.3 




WILSON 


6-8 


697 


175 


872 


20 . 1 




WAYNE 


6 


173 


58 


231 


25.1 




TOTAL 


6-8 


2775 


731 


3506 


20.8 


U'.-S S- — = 




TABLE 5 A 








SENIOR HIGH SCHOOLS GR. (9-12) 






WITH SPECIAL EDUCATION 






SR. HIGH SCHOOL 


, GR. 


w 


B/O 


TOTAL 


% B/O 


ACADEMY 


9-12 


767. 


289 


105G 


27.3 




EAST 


9-12 


748 


260 


1008 


25.8 




STRONG' VINCENT 


9-12 


1117 


168 


1285 


13.1 




TOTAL 




2632 


717 




• P1 . 4 




AREA VOCATIONAL TECHNICAL SCHOOL 


AN^rs 


9-12 


W 


B/O 


TOTAL 


% B/O 


TECH-X 




1326 


95 


1421 


6.7 




TECH-Y 




1303 


97 


1400 


6.9 




TOTAL AVTS 




2629 


192 


2821 


6.8 



109 

o 

ERIC 
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TABLE 6 
OCTOBER 1975 DISTRICT TOTALS 



- GRADES 


W 


bVo 


TOTAL 


B/O % 


ELEMENTARY (1-5) 


4488 


1322 


5830 


22 .65 


MIDDLE (6-8) 


2503 


618 


3121 


19.80 


SENIOR HIGH (9-12) 


2582 


670 


3552 


18.9 


A.V.+ .S (9-12) 


2522 


150 . 


2672 


5.61 


TOTAL 


12095 


2760^ 


15715- 


,17.56 



According to table 6 the minority pupil population excluding 



Kindergarten pupils and special education pupils represents 17.56% 
of the total school district pupil population. 



TABLE 7 

OCTOBER 1975 DISTRICT TOTALS 

ALL PUPILS INCLUDING KINDERGARTEN 

AND 

SPECIAL EDUCATION - 



GRADES 


W 


B/O 


TOTAL 


^O %^ 


ELEMENTARY (K-5) 


5981 


1706 


7687 


22.2 


MIDDLE (6-8) 


2775 


731 


3506 


20.8 


SR. HIGH (9-12) 


2632 


717 


3349 


21 .4 


A.V.T.S (9-12) 


2629 


192 


2821. 


6.8 


SPECIAL SCHOOLS 


78 


13 






TOTAL 


14095 


3359 ^ 


17454 


19.2 



Table 7 indicates the total pupil population, as of ' October 



1, 1975, the total minority population represents 19.2% of the total 
pupil population. ^ — • . . - 



no 



enrollment 
TOTAL 

6449 

5830 



TABLE 8 

PROPOSED vs ACTUAL ENROLLMENT 
GRADES (1-5) ONLY 





W 


B/O 


TOTAL 


. % B/O 


PROPOSED 


4896 


1349 


6245 


21 .6 


ACTUAL 


4488 


1322 


5810 


22.6 


VARIATION 


-408 


-27 , 


-435 


Jk ' 



'-'The variation in actual pupil enroUnnent as presented in 
table 8 indicates a net district out nnigration of 435 pupils which 
includes 408 white pupils and 27 nninority pupils. The grade out 
nnigration of these pupils, presented as table 9, indicates that 
the white pupil out nnigration was greater at grade two and three 
where 142 and 106 pupils for those respective grades did not 
return to their assigned schools. This total out nnigration for 
grades two and three distributed among the districts' 20 elennen- 
tary schools averages 7 pupils. This out nnigration was not 



8 

Proposed vs. actual 
VV B/O 
Proposed 5057 1 392 

Actual 4486 1344 



8 

Sala, op. cit. , Final Plan, Maxi I, Vol. IV., p. 82. 
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sufficiently concentrated to "cause any elementary school to fall 
out of racial balance. It is not anticipated that this out migration 
would continue into the second year. 

TABLE 9 

PROPOSED vs ACTUAL ENROLLMENT 
GRADES (1-5) 
October 1975 



GRADE 


Proposed 


Actual 


Variation 


W 


B/O 


W 


B/O 


W 


B/O 


1 


1053 


271 


1000 


291 


- 53 


-t^o 


2 


1 045 


275 


903 


266 


-142 


— S 


3 


935 


283 


829 


278 


-106 


- 5 


4 


958 


240 


912 


216 


- 46 


-24 


5 


905 


280 


844 


257 


- 61 


-23 


TOTAL 


4896 


1349 


4488 


1322' 


-408 


• -27 



Racial band analysis 

The Racial band deviation, calculated according to the 
PHRC formula, pemnits a minority pupil deviation of 30% in either 
direction calculated for all pupils in a given grade span. All the 
schools (1-5) of a given grade span are used to establish: 

1. The total minority pupils of the given grade span. 

2, The total pupils, minority and majority for the given 
grade span. 

Formula: 

D = RACIAL BAND DEVIATION 

T = TOTAL PUPILS FOR THE GRADE SPAN 

M = TOTAL MINORITY PUPILS FOR A GIVEN GRADE SPAN. 



D = + [M X (0.30)] 

The Court in its May 1972 consent decree pernnitted an 
additional 2% deviation added to this measure. Accordingly, the 
district's racial band deviation is expressed as: 

D = + ([M X (0.30)]+ 2 ) 
The racial band: 

The racial band for any school felling within the descHbed 
organizational grade span is detemnined accordingly: 

Grade Span 
Deviation 

Grade Span 
Deviation 

Thus a racially balanced school is described as having its total 
minority population felling between the lower point and high point 
of the racial band. 
Racial band calculations. 
Proposed plan enrollment 

The court established a projected minority racial band of 
12.9% to 29.1% for all schools of grade span (1-5). The Court, 
and the PHRC arrived at this racial band using grade (1-5) 1974 
statistics. 

Implementation of the plan would require all (1-5) schools to have 
a minority racial enrollment between. 12.9% and 29.1%. 
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low point 



high point 



Grade Span 
Minority %o 

Grade Span 
Minority % 



87 

Actual plan enrollment 

The actual (1-5) minority enrollment October 1, 1975 was 
22.6%. The racial band, deviation according to the actual enrollment 
isk 

D = + {[(22,6) X (0.30)] + 2 ^ = + 8.8 
Giving a low point of 13,1% and a high point of 31.4%* 

Table 22 i^idicates that only Burton, Diehl and Edison 
elementary schools have student minority population outside (above) 

the Court agreed racial band of 12.9% to 29.1%, this variation will • 

\ 

\ 

be discussed later. The reader ^hould also know that the actual 
elementary school racial band calculation, calculated according to 
the October 1, 1975 pupil statistics, indicates that the grade (1-5) 
racial band would lie between 13.1% and 31.4%. Table 10 displays 
the' school distribution within this racial band. 



TABLE 10 

ELEMENTARY SCHOOL RACIAL BAND GROUPING 

GRADE (1-5) 
OCTOBER 1975 



RACIAL BAND WIDTH 






Belovy 13.1 


13.1 to 31 .4 




Above 31 


.4 ^ 




BURNS • 


21 .9 


BURTON 


45.9 


CONNELL 


CLEVELAND 


15.9 


DIEHL • 


41 .4 




COLUMBUS 


19.2 


EDISON 


34.4 




EMERSON 


17.4 


/ 






GLENWOOD 


22.5 








HAMILTON 


15.7 








HARDING 


19.9 








IRVING 


14.2 








JEFFERSON 

1 


"23.1 








JONES 


13.8 








LINCOLN 


22,3 








McKINLEY 


24.3 








PENN 


20.0 








PERRY 


14.2 








WASHINGTON 


14.7 








WAYNE 


26.7 
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2. 



Middle Schools 



Middle school W_ 
Gr. (6-8) Enrollment 2503 

Middle school racial bahd:" 



B/O 
618 



Total 
3121 



%B/0 
19.8 



DEVIATION = + /[tC19-8) x 0.30] + 2) 



= + 



7.94 



lower point = 11.86% 

upper point = 27.74% — ' 

TABLE U_ 
MIDDLE SCHOOL RACIAL BAND SPREAD 



Below 11 .86% 


1 1 .86% to 27.74% 


Above 27.74% 


NONE 




NONE 



3. Senior High Schorls 

The senior high school racial band^ is calculated only for 
the Acadennic attendance area high schools - Acadenny, East and 
Strong Vincent. The AVTS schools (Tech - X and Tech - Y) have 
a city wide enroUnnent, and as such are not calculated in the grade 
(9-12) racial band analysis. __ 
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3.1 Senior High School Enrollment October 1975. 



School 


W 


B/O- 


Total 


B/0% 


Academy 


741 


246 


987 


24.5 


East 


736 


256 


992 


25.8 


Strong Vincent 


1 105 


168 


1273 


13.2 


Total 


2582 


670 


3252 


20.6 



3.2 Racial Band Deviation 

'd = + ^ (20.6) X (0.30) + 2 8.18 
low point = 12.42 
high point = 28.18 

TABLE 12 

3.3 Senior High School Racial Band Spread 
GR. (9-12) October 1, 1975 ENROLLMENT 



Below 12.4% 


12.4% to 28.2% 


Above 28.3% 


NONE 




-24.5% 


NONE 






25.8% 






Strong Vincent . . 


13.2% 
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TABLE 13 
PROPOSED vs ACTUAL MINORITY 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS (1-5) 



SCHOOL 


PROPOSED % 


ACTUAL% 


DEVIATION % 


BURNS • 


21 .6 


21 .9 


-K).3 


BURTON ^ 


51 .8 


45.9 


-5.9 


CLEVELAND 


'13.1 


15.9 


42.8 


COLUMBUS 


18.8 


19.2 


-K).4 


CONNELL 

V 


13.3 


1 

13.1 


-0.2 


DIEHL 


-32.4 


41 .4 


-1:8.7 


EDISON 


24.0 


34.4 


-1-10.4 


EMERSON 


19.4 


17.4 


-2.0 


GLENWOOD 


21.2 


22.5 


• -1-1 .3 ■■ 


HAMILTON 


18. 1 


15.7 


-2.4 


HARDING 


15.6 


19.9 


+4.3 


IRVING 


13.5 


14.2 


-K).7 


JEFFERSON 


26.9 


23.1 


-3.8 


JONES 


, 16. 1 


13.8 


-2.3 


LINCOLN 


21 .5 


22.3 


40.8 1 


McKINLEY 


25. 1 


24.3 


-0.8 


PENN 


17.5 


20.0 


2.5 


PERRY 


13. 1 


14.2 


1 


WASHINGTON 


17.4 


14.7 


-2.7 


WAYNE 


21 .1 ' 


26.7 


5.6 


DISTRICT 


21 .6 


22.65 


1 1 .05 
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Discussion of Rr.cial Band Variations 

4.1 Elennentary schools - 

Three elennentary schools Burton, . Diehl, and Edison 
had for the 1975-76 school year a nninority population 
outside the pemnissible racial band for elennentary 
schools aving a grade span (1-5). 
Burton school 51.8% 

The Court permitted^ a variance in bringing Burton 
school into racial balance with Septennber 1977. 

Edison The plan, as proposed, projected 

Edison to have a nninority (black) pupil population 
of 24%. However ^ the deviation for Edison was 
caused by the Court's reassigning of 75 Wayne area 
pupils; 73 white and 2 black t o Burtrn school. In 
connplying with the wishes of the Court Edison becanne 
a black segregated school, however this action 
innproved the racial connposition of Burton school to 
45.9% from a proposed 51.8%. 

Diehl School 

Diehl school projected to house a nninority pupil 
population of 32.4%, was not racially balanced as 
ordered by the Courts The school district proposed 
to racially balance Diehl by use of the Parental 
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Voluntary transfer plan. However the voluntary 
transfer of pupils was not sufficiently large to 
overcome the influx of minority children to newly 
renovated' public housing. 

Small deviations which had no effect on the 

elementary school racial balance. 



BURNS 


(-K).3) 


LINCOLN 


(-K).8) 


CLEVELAND 


(42.8) 


McKINLEY^^/-^ 




COLUMBUS 


(-K).4) 


PENN ' , 


(42.5) 


EMERSON 


(-2.0) 


PERRY 


(+1.1) 


GLENWOOD 


(+1 .3) 


WASHINGTON 


(-2.7) 


HAMILTON 


(-2.4) 


WAYNE 


(+5.6) 


IRVING 


( 0.7) 






•Zl -PERSON 


, (-3.8) 






JONlrZS 


(-2.3) 







4 . 2 Middle* Schools 

No racial band variations, 

4.3 Senior High Schools 

No racial band variations. 

C5- 



9 

Sala, op. cit., Maxi I, vol. III. p. 1-40, 
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SCiIOGL 


r 




K . 


T 


■ 


-™ ^' ---- 


i 




1 


BUPJiCS 


K-4 


3 3 


2 5 


r~ r ; 

o 


38 




♦ 


— - — - • 


■*. J 


i 




- 5 


6 0 


109 


, 77 








1 

■^'^ i 


■ 




13 7 


11 


13 S 


56 








1 
1 


COLUI'IBUS 


I 5 


3 8 


5 




36 




: 2-. 


: ? ■ 


■ ^; 0 ! 


coi\i:ell 


K-5 


136 


• ' 6 




96 


r 3 


7 0 


1' 


MO 1 


DIEHL': 


I-:- 5 


o 


27 


94 


-'■ 0 




A ] 




; 


EDISON 


K-5 


87 


4 2 


129 


3^ 




4 ] 


it: - r . 


1 


EMERSON 


K-5 


)S 


1 3 


111 




L _ c ■ 


7 2 


.11 \ , :' " 




. GLENTVODD 


K-5 


90 


0 


90 


48. 


13 61 


- 


13 5 P i 4 ■ 


l: - 59 


HAMILTON 


K-5 


63 


0 


6 3 


53 


3 0 83 


^^ r-; 








K- 5 


61 


1 5 


76 


4 9 






C, • - : 




IRVING 


K- 5 


7 5 


3 




41 


4 6 


7 




4 9 


.JEFFERSON , 


K-5 


105 


5 


110 


66 




69 




• ^ 84 


JONES 


K-5 


53 


26 


79 


27 


0 


3 1 






LINCOLN 


K-5 


7 9 




— A 
/ '1 


67 


: i' 0 


50' 






MCKINLEY • 


K-5 


34 


12 


46 


51 


■ 


0 /• 




. : • ■ 4 2 ■ 1 


PENN ^ 


K-5' 


55 


8 


63 


47 


"i G ' G 3 


44 


16 rC\ 


■ . -1 1 


PERRY 

WASnfeTCN : 
V7AYNE 


K-5 


90 


0 


99 


59' 




4 6 




i 

-.- 1 






4 5 




28 










TOTAL 




1376 


306 


1682 


1000 
1 


c. ■; - *i c . 1' 


_2£3__ 







'Includes ].4 cthors Bi-Lingt^al Hispanr.ic ]^c': v.t arado Ic/' 1 
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/ 





*^ 


-J 

c 








1 

[ cr 


\ ED 




TOTAL ( 

\ 


i-5^ 


1 


T'C 


T/M, A 






"p. 


n- 








i \-- 


B 


T: 


1 

V; 


i_j 


T 


i B./O 




B 


T i 


; 1. 








- 




1 ^ 


0 


1 


107 


3 0 


162 


121.9 


14 1 


5 5 


'! ^6 ! 




48- 


1 0": i 








] 




15 


24 9 


193 


.442 


i45 . 9 


305 


261 


1 


,7 ' 




* • 


A 6 


17 


63 


4 o 


2 5' 


6 7 


^ U 




3 27. 


; 15.9 




i: 0 0 


c: *:! ' 

3 .— I 


■ 7 


c 




■ 28 




40 


; 1 9 


0 




: 

! 159 




200 


19. 2 


2 IG 


.1 -7 

..■ / 


1 


5 




" T * 
t > 

i 






129 


; 11 




/r 


•^09 


63 


472 


; 13 . 1 


S56 


r 

69 


6 ^ ! 


8 


-.^ 


62 i 


, 32 


26 


58 


! 0- 

i 


r\ 

\J 


Vo 


197 


X J vJ 


3 3 5 j 4 1 . 1 




J 0 D 


, 1 
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1. Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA Title I), 

The implementation of the plan would have a significant 
effect on the identification of target area schools and qualified 
disadvantaged children eligible for EoS.E.A. Title I educational 
programs o This writer prepared city wide statistics for both public 
and non-public school children. Statistics prepared included: 
1o1 Public school enrollment for each public school 

attendance area. 
1 .2 The non-public school enrollment for each non-public 
school . 

1 ,3 The assignment of all pupils, public and non-public, 
to their attendance area public school. This would 
indicate the impact of non-public school children to 
public schools, 

1.4 ^The identification by school and tract and block of 

all disadvantaged children. 

1.5 The distribution of all non-public school children to 
their attendance area public school. 

The completed statistics presented as section 3, Maxi II, 
appendix, werfe prepared by this writer and the data services staff. 
A tract and block locator scattergram displaying the location of 
children according to grade span: elementary (K-5), Middle (6-8), 
and senior high also was prepared. The statistics, scattergram 



maps and lists of ESEA Title I eligible students provided the 
required and necessary information to the E,S,E,A, Title I pro- 
gram planners, and funding for the 1975-76 school year was 
approved . 

2. Emergency School Aid Act (E.S.A^Ao) 

Upon the Court's acceptance of the District Final Plan to 
desegregate its elementary schools this writer and 
Dr. Dalhart To Dobbs, Manager, Teacher ^ide Programs 
met to discuss the preparation of a proposal for the 
Emergency School Aid Act (E.SoA.A.).' The ESAA program 
funded by the Office of Health, Education and Welfere is 
intended to aid school districts to integrate,. The purpose 
of ESAA is designed at: 

1. Meeting the special needs incident to the elimination 
of minority group segregation and discrimination 
among students and feculty in elementary and secondary 
schools. 

. 2. : Eliminating, reducing, or preventing minority group 
r'\ isolation in elementary or secondary schools with 

substantial ..portions of minority group students. 

3. Aiding school chi). . - coming the educational 

;■■ . '^^yn 

disadvantages of n-^.ir . Ity group isolation.' " ^ 
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The district's goals for this progrann are: 

1 . To increase the reading levels of students who require 
remediation. 

2. To counsel children who may be experiencing adjust- 
ment, problems in their new school environment. / 

3o To provide multi-cultural experiences which will 

contribute to increase student^s understanding of each 
others background. 

The proposal required extensive data services related to 

. / 

the students' achievement test scores as measured by the January 
1975 standardized tests. 

This practicum writer, and the data services staff, in a 
three week period involving some 200 man KOurs of computer 
terminal time, re-coded, using a computer terminal linked to 
the district's computer center, test scores for all pupils who 
would be beneficiaries of the ESSA project. 

The services provided: 

1 . Code on pre-printed profile sheets by pupil identification 

number and race. 
2. Data entry of the pupils score for each such test. All 

scores were entered via computer terminal to the 

district's computer center. 



3. Process pupil records and merge with the district's 
. - ' master test record. Create a new test record file 

for the ESAA special project. 

4. Modify the statistical package program to process the 
E.S.A.A. special project scores .accordingly: 

4.1 School/grade - Mean Score, Median Score, 
frequency distribution. \ 

. 1 All students 

.2 Majority students (White). 

o3 Minority students (Black/Others) 

4.2 Combined scores for students who would be 
affected by the EoS.A.A. Proposal. Mean 
Score, Median Score, and frequency distribution. 
.1 All EoS,A,A. project students. 

.2 All EOS.A.A. project majority studentSo 
.3 All E.S.A.A. project minority students. 

4.3 The ESAA test scpre summaries are presented 
as appendix section 3. 

On June 30, 1975 the Erie School District received an 
Emergency School Assistance Act grant in the cunount of $472,000. 
This was made possible by the test score statistics which supported 
the program needs. During the period August 1"9 thru August 22, 
1975 this writer participated in a three day E.S.A.A. orientation 
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and planning seminar held at Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 
3« Notification Letters 

Notification letters to parents whose children have been 
reassigned under the plan are very important to the 
smoothness and public acceptance of the piano The imple- 
mentation represented a major shift in policy and the interest 
generated within the community could lead inevitedDly to con- 
fusing rumors 0 This affirmative action, parent notification, 
is positive action, notifying each parent the current school 
status of his child o To dispel any rumors or misunder- ^ 
standings wherever possible, the school of attendance the 
past year and the school to be attended under the plan are 
specified. Each family receives notificatiofi concerning their 
child well in advance of opening day. 

This writer and the data services staff had the responsibility 
for this complex assignment. School assignment lists were 
extracted from the district*s.,computer file, validated against 
the corresponding 'proposed attendance ar^a, "and separated 
according to those pupils who would be walkers to the new 
school assignment or would require transportation to the 
new school assignment. 

This writer has been assured by school principals, PTA 
school presidents, and parents of the value they placed in 
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\ 

this important aspect of public information. Further the,' 

1 

parents were directed to additional sources for additional! 

I ■ 

\ ■ ' i 

concerns relative to the new school assignment. 
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NOTIFICATION LETTERS xJv 



Letter #1 
Letter #2 

Letter #3 

Letter #4 
Letter #5 
Letter #6 



Closure of the Model Middle School 

Movement of grade 6 from the elementary schools 
to middle schools o 

Reassignment of students as walkers to their new 
school assignment. 

Reassignment of students vyho require transportation, 
Grade 6 - Burton and Diehl to Wayne. 
Marshall Area children. 



Letter #7 Wayne area grade 1 and 2 to Burton. 

Letter #8 Grade 5 - Burton area to Wayne. 

Letter #9 Grade 5 - Burton area to ConnelU 

Letter #10 Grade 5 - Burns area to Irving. 

Letter #11 Kindergarten pupils. 
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THE SCHOOL DISTRICT; OF THE CITY OF ERIE, PA. 

1511 PEACK STREET 



\ 6 so 1 



RICHARD R. HILIN5KI 
SUPERINTENDENT Qf SCHOOLS 



CATHERINE S. LEFAIVER 
SECRETARY 



April 28, . 1975 



Dear Parents: «^ 

The Model Middle School, located at the St. Joseph Orphanr.ge 
site, has 'served , well its purpose a.s"a demonstration "model for rudcsigniny 
the District's Julnior IliKh Schools, Since its ihcc|)lion four years a|?o, llic 
Model Middle School has provii!-d the inspiration for developing hew learning 
pro'jrams ancl, initiating innovative le.'. '.jni- strategies. Not only have all of 
our junior High School Staffs learneil from the wo:tl)y efforts of die Model, 
but your children loo have derived many educational benefits from hs dedicated 
staff.; - .... 

Now its role is completed. Consistent with tlie firie School 
District's Long Range Plan, ' the Model Middle School -vill J>e phased out at 
the end of tJiis school year. Programs begiin and refined at the Model are 
in-place and l)y this September will be operational in all of our Junior High 
Schools which henceforth will be kiiown as Middle Schools. 

Willi the closing of llie- Mociel Middle School, however, conies the 
need to, reassign those students presently In grades five, six, and seven. This 
will be accohiplished with die least educational disniptlon and slightest* inconvenience 
by^ returning all students to their regular neigliborhood attendance areas. Tor ' ^ , 

example, if you reside in the Meniorjal Junior High School attendance area, 
your Child will attend Memorial Middle School this September. 

This District is, nevertlieless, niin<iful that some pareats might ' ^ 
prefer to liave their children conipleteoiheir Middle School grades' at a;;Site^ , . 

geographically nearer to the Model Middle School. Fdr that reason, parents- / ' v 
jiiay choose to have their children-- attend Gridley h/iddle School located at v 
West Sixili and Liberty Streets. Tliis option will ren^ain in effect "until 
May 5, 1975 and should he exercised hy^ retur^ning the accompanying enrolliiient 
»card. ' • * - - 

I must caution parents so inclined, however* that Gridley 
Middle School will^ be undergoing extensive renovations througliout the \ 
1975-76 school year, and enrollment must be restricted to facilitate 
consiruclioiu 4^urlhernU)re, parents should rec^iize tliat iliere are 
hound to be some unavoidable distractions resulting from on-site building . 
activities. Reganlless, tlie choice is yours to mart!. 

; ■ ' - ■ / . • / ' . 

In closing, I cxtentl my thanks to you for your past cooperation. 
.^Without your willingnes's to share in efforts of the Model Middle School, our 
\chools today would he less able m .iccept tlie challenges of tonionow; 

Sincerely yours 




ERIC 



RRH/vg 



Richard R. H.ilinski 
Superintendent of Schools 
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PHONE B14-453.3661 - 



THE SCHOOL DISTRICT.OF THE CITY OF ERIE, PA. 

1511 PEACH STREET 

165D1 



RICW. -'D R. HILINSKI 
aUPERINTENDENt DF SCHDCLS 



CATHERINE S. LeFAIVER 
SECRETARY 



July 10, 1975 



TO THE I'AREIMT OF: 



dear parent or guardian: 

consistent with the erie school district's long range plan, 
the sixth grade is being moved from the elementary 
buildings into our existing middle schools,- wur child, 

, has recently completed 

fifth grade a t ' ^school and is 

reassigned fo_ , s chool for 

sixth grade. 

the middle schools will house grades. 6-7-8 for september, 
1975 and should provide new learning/programs and 
innovative teaching strategies for all the middle school 
children, this move will result in a sound educational 
opportunity for your child and should promote continued 
academic tjrowth and development. 

should you have any questions regarding this matter please" 
feel free to call the principal of the new school assign- 
ment anytime after august 18, 1975, telephone 453-3661. 

■ since'rely.- 



SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS 
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THE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE, PA. 

1511 PEACH STREET 



1 65n 1 



RICHARD R. HILIN5KI 



catheirine: s. llfaiver 



July K), J 975 



To ihe Parent of: 



Deal* Parent or Guardiaji: 

Please be infoiTned that your child ^ . 

wlio has l)een attending ScliO(;l, v.ili i)c reas^npiud [o 

Sciiool, eifcctive September 1975. 



The transfer of your child has been neccsiniated j)y a recent 
CominonweaUh Court Decision requiririi^ that all Kriu PubiU: Scliools be racially 
intc|;rated by tiiib* Scplember. 

^■*' 

As you are doubtlessly aware, die School District of the City of 
F.rie has ])een involved in leniJihy litigation with the reni;.^ \ l\\::iia l luniau 
(•'uniniissiun and the Conimonv/ealtii Court over cliargo::; of racial tie^;rci;jtioi: in 
the Hrie Sciiool s. 



EKLC 



As long ago as 1969, the District was cited by the PHRC for raci. 1 
im])alances in our schools. In May 1972, the District entered into ^ Consciu 
Ducree which in effect stated tliat all l-rie PLibltc .ScIm,:v!s v.*(.'Lild be raci.dl 
balanced by September 1974. 

The District responded to the PHRC's concerns and to the Coun 
Order by sul^nitting two separate plans for remedying ii;e situation, in b\:iu-iuir\ 
J974, the District submitted the 4-4-4 Plan wliich v»'as rejccied. for its failure lu 
balance all schools. In May 1974, die I^i strict sulrmitteil ihc Parental P're-'dcui 
of -Cborct:. Plan" v.'hich, likev.'ise, v/as rejccteil since it too failed lo estabiii.-;. 
racially balanced sch.ooLs. ' 

Finally, in March of tiiis ye.n:, havin;.; cxhausicd iill legal remcdii" , 
the District iiubmitted a new p\:\n v.'liicii ^vas aun'iided by il^c Ccjiirt and urderuu 
to be implumeutcd fuj* September 1975. It must Ijc ujulersun/il that the ihiv 
School District had no choice but to conij^Iy witii the Court Onier or l)e held in 
contempt and suffei* llie ])cjialties for .^ucii noncijm])liancc. Undersiaiuu'.bly, the 
District v;as unwilling in viulate li.e lav.. 
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The District begs your indulgence for whatever inconvenience or 
disruption the reassipiiment of your child may cause you. V/c carncsih- ci^.Iisl 
your cooiKiraiion lor an cfleciive irajisiiion tliis Supicvnhcr. l^lcase he assured 
that we will make every effort possible for ijiainiainijig iJie (jualiiy and ccjjkuiukv 
of your child's education. 

This reassi^iinient of your child v/ill require Iran- ii..:ioji v.hicii 
will he provided in' the School District at no cost to you. Details conceriiiii.* 
trans{)ortaiion v/ili \k: conmiujiicated to you at a later dale. 

Should you have any question relative lo ihis matter, please call 
the Principal of liie nev; schoel. assii^Tunenl an^lime after Au^^iisi hS, ]075, - 
Telephone -J i')'^- 3661. 

Sincerely your^ ^^^ -^ 



RRH/vg 




Richard R. iiilinski 
Superintendent of SchooLs 



/ 
/ 

/ 

/ 



/ 
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JCHn C. HAWKINS 
JCurj O. HOLTTW 
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THE SCHOOL. DiSlRiCi OF TI IE OTV 0\ ckiL, FA 

1511 PEACH STREET 

1 s n 1 



. RICHARD P. HILINSKI 



CATHERINE: S. LLFAIVER 
r. r ♦ ♦ r, f * A c* V 



|nlv lo, 



To the Pjrciu of: 



Dear Parent w (iua.riiiaii; 

Please be iiii'urniee' that vour child , 

who has been aueiulin- . Scho(»U ^vHI l^e rea.ssiLP.L;* lo 

School, effecliv-c Scpierni^cr I^CS. 

I'lie transfer uf yoi:r chiUi has been lu-ce: .^■iiaiuJ b\ : rL-vc-' 
Conimonwealtli Couri Docisinn requiring: tiuit ali l.rii.- i'ni^lu: Srhdi is ix ]■ •.•iaP\ 
intOLrratetl I")y Lids SL:ineniher. 

As you are tioiihlle>:^ly aware, the Schon] Oistj'ici oT the Cii\ i 
Eric has been involveJ in len^^tiiy litipation willi tiie PeiiiJ>-vlvania Ilaiji.in Rehiiiun*- 
Coirimission and llrj Conimoiiv. cjIUi e/juri over charges ci ]*ai ial ^ ^\lr^:.^\\^'\\ i.i 
tlie J:rie Sclunjls. 

■As lonu' aL;o .is ^"^0'', the District vas ciu.-^! b\ PKIU* \^.\' 
iml-^alancos in our .-ch.nols. bi Niay l''^72, ihe Dr^iric? uucrea i-iu. .i t -:\-. ■ 
Decree v.iiicl] in eficct slaict! ti^it all I*;rie l\iblic Seh«:ol> v.diik! W- 
I)-.! lanced by .Sepie'.rhL-r P.--}. 

The District rcspt^iided to the PlJRC's coi^-erns and lo Covin 
Order In' siibiniil in,: iwt) scpai'ai^- plans Tor rcnu-dyir.:, il'.e ::iiiiaiion. \\\ I\iMiiar\ 
1974, tile Disiric]. .subiniltetl ll^e >;-t--i Plan wlii^li rv jecK-il U v iis failure 

balance alJ schools, hi i\i:iy b^4, ihe Districi .-nl^miwc'" llie Parvraa] l-rt/cd !vi ^ 
of Choice Plan v/hicli, likewise, v as rejected sincL- ii ion lail^vl m v^ta! 'ii>P 
racially luibiiiced scliO"ls. 

rinally> in Marc!: of tliis year, h:i\in:- e:.ii:iii.- ted all lc-:.il ren:cciiL.s, 
the District su!:'niitred a. nev; ;»b:r. ".'Inch was aiiiLndcvi ilio Ccun t '.v'.cii.a 

to be inipleiiienletl b>r ScplLir!!..]^ b-7r^. It nni.' i be I'.nd.-rsiijod ilial I/hl- 
School District had no clicice bai to coiniily with ihc ( •'iiia Carder cr W- h^-K! i;. 
\;ontcinpt and sulfer ihe pcnalriL-,'- lor such noncon^plianc UndersMndabb. , ihc 
District was nnwillin,'; ic) violate; tiic law. 



EKLC 



c>~.'>/-...r. /'. LijNjj «.{:•, 
n« nr. • nr NT 

J/•^'r.:•. O. MITCHCLU 
vi?: f: it: '..r .V'f r.T 

□ HN C. HARKINS 
f JHN O. HQLTER 
MARY ^1, LAMARY 
JDHN/N. PETRUS, D.P.M. 
JOHN A. REWERS, D.P,M, 
GERALDINE ZURN 
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THE SCHOOL DiSTRIC" L. 

15n PEACH SIkLET 
1 c ! . n 1 



RICHARD W. hHUINSKI CATHERINE £. LlF'AIVER 

SUPERINTENDENT QT iSCHQOLS SjECRETARY 

August 22, 1975 



To the Parents/Guardian of 



Dear Parent or Guardian: 



Please be inionr.cd rhat voiir child 



assigned to attend 



_School, elfeccivo Sepic:ui)er 2, 1975. 



Tlie district will continue to provide transportation accoi-dip.ii to liit* scIkjouJl- 
below,' 

GR.^DE 6 ■ BU RT ON £: DIEHL AREA TO WAY NE " 

Sradents living in Burton Area OVest of McCain Avenuu p.r.d South of Pufialo 
Road) v;ill be picked up at Burton School at S:iO A.M. fParkinp Lot on Soiu:;. Kid- 
of School) 

Students living in Diehl Area (Ea?t of McCain Avcnuu ana South of Bufiaio lV.\.\y 
v;ill be picked up at Djohl School (Nortli Side) at (S:10 A. M. 
Students arrive at Wa\Tie benveen 8:20-8:25 A.M. 

Students will be returned at ilie san-ie stops i)et\vocn 2:45 ;'nd 2:50 P, M. 

Please be assured that v/e will niake ever>' effort ,i>o-.sibij f^v mainiali'lni t!:: 
quality and continuity of y^i.r child's eciucation as well as all pv <:'.:UCions for ni.^ 
safety. 

Should you havi.: any questions please cal! th.e Prlncip:-! vour chihi's i^.i O'. 1. 

Sincerely, 



EKLC 




Richard R, Hiluiski 
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DIRECTORS 
JOHN C. MAR KINS 

PRCSIOCNT 
JOHN N. PETRUS, O.P.M. 

Vice PPC5IOCNT 
EOMONO T. GIOVANNELLI 
MARY M. LAMARY 
LCONARO L. LC3 CABTRO, JR. 
OONALO A. LUNQEEN 
ANTHONY E. NAROUCC:i, M.O. 
EOWARO J. SPARAGA 
GERALOINE ZURN 
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PHONE ai4«453-366V 



THE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE, PA. 



1511 PEACH STREET 

16501 



RICHARD R. HILINSKI 
SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS 



CATHERINE S. LEFAIVER 
SECRETARY 



August 22, 1975 



pear Parent or Guardian: 

Please be informed that your cbild_ 



has been 



School, effective September 2, 



assigned to attend 

1975. 

The School District will continue to provide transportation to the 
Marshall Area according to the schedule below: 

MARSHALL AREA - TO CLEVELAND. HAMILTON, PERRY AND JONES 

(kint:)ergarten) 

Students will be picked up at Marshall School (234 East 12) at 8:00 A.M. 

Students will arrive at their assigned school between 8:20 and 8:30 A.M. 
Kindergarten students will be returned to Marshall at approximately 11:40 A.M 
Students will be returned to Marshall school at approximately 2:50 P.M. 

Bus aides will be on duty to assist children in boarding the bus. 

Please be assured that we will make every effort possilbe to maintain 
the quality and continuity of your child's education as well as all precautions 
for his safety. 

Should you haye any questions please call the Principal of your child's 

school. 

Sincerely, 



EKLC 



Richard R. Hilinski 
Superintendent of Schools 
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DIRECTORS PHONE ni4 .453 3661 

>aNA(.0 A. LUNDLElsr 

» f. Si I o e N 1 

the school district of the city of erie, pa. 

IDMDNU T. UIDVANNEULf ] 5 ] ] REACH STREET 

IDHN C. HARKJNS 

;OHN a. HOUTCR 1 6 f > □ I 

'lARY M. LAMARY 

IDHN N. r'ETRlJS. O.P.M. ' • RICHARD R. HII INSKI CATHERINE 5. LCFAIVER 

,DHN A. RKW.-RS. O.P.M. S U P t W I N TE H O C N T Uf bCHUDLS SEC^LIARY 

jCRAUCilNC ruHN 

August 22, 1975 

Dear Parent or Guardian: 
w 

Please be informed that your child has been 

assigned to attend School, effective Sepreml:»er 2, 1975. 

This assignment of your child will require transponation which will be pro- 
vided by the district according to tlie schedule below. 
WA YNE AREA GR ADE 1 AND 2 TO BURTOIj 

Students living noith of East I-ake Road will be picked up -^t ;3rd and 
Pennsylvania Avenue at 8:05 A.M. on the Souih East Corner anr^ at 3rd and Iless 
Avenue at 8:08 A. M. on rhe SvOuthwest Corner. 

Students living South of East I.alce Road will be picl^ed up . . Sth and Mess 
Avenue at 8:05 A.M. on the Northwest Corner and at lOth and Perasylvania Avenue 
at 8:08 A. M. on tlie Northeast Corner. 

Students will arrive at 8:20-8:25 at Buitnn School. 

Students will tx; returned at the same stops bcrv^'een 2:45 P.M. and '2:50 P.M. 

Please be assured that v/e will make every effort possible for nnintaining the 
qualiry and continuity of your child's education as well as all precautions for bis 
safep/. 

Sliould you have any questions please call tlie Principal of your c!iild*s school. 

Sincerely, 

ERJC Rl.Ji:.r.) R. Hili'n.ski 



UlRECTDREi 



□ NAl.OA. LUraOErCN 

\vil.:a D. MITCHCLL 
v».:4. pncsiuiNT 

JMU»'JD T. CilDs'AUNELLI 

.IMN C . HARKINS 

JMN D. HCJLTEP ^ 

Af<Y M. LAMAR Y 

:aHN N. PETRLIS. D.P.M. 

DHN A. H£vVi:PS, D.P.N'.. 

ERALOINL i-UPfJ 



PHONE CM.^ ..t5n nc.i;.i 

THE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE, PA. 

1511 PEACH STREET . 



16501 



RICHARD HILl^JSKI 
SUPEJOnTLNOTNT Lit iiCHCJOLC* 



CATHERINbl 5. LlFAIVER 
u i: t: r<j f: T A R >• 



August 21, ]975 



Deai: Parent or Guardian: 



Please -be informed thiat your child_^ 



haa l)cen 



a^^sigiied JO attend 



Sciiool, effective September 2, 1975. 



Tlie district v/ill continue to provide transportation according to tJie schedule 
below. 

GRADE 5 - BU RTON A REA TO WAYNE 

Students living Noith of Buffalo Road will ]x: picked up at 19tli and Wliitley 
at 8:05 A. ^ 

Students living South of Buffalo Road v/ill be picked up at Fairmont and Pear 
Streets - Nortlnvest Corner at 8:08 A.M. 

Students will arrive at 8:20-8:25 A. M. at AVayne School. 

Srudeius will bb murnod ac the same st0))S beiAvtrea 2:-:5 and 2:5f)"P. M. 

J'io:i5;c; bc: assured tiiai Mv malce every effort possible for maintaining the 

quality and continuity of your ciald's ::;duc:nion as well as all precautions for his 

safety, 

Sliould yr;u iiave any q^.'S^.i^iiS please call die Principal of your child's scliool. 

Sincerely, 




Richard K. Hilinski 
Superiniendenc of Schools 
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Ill 

DIRECTORS . r^HQNE 01.».4ii:i 3G61 

DONALD A. LUriOCEN ^ 

n^V^ ^^.r.:;^.^^^^ THE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE, PA. 

EDMDND r. GiovANNELLi 1511 PEACH STREET 

JOHN C. HARKING 

I 6 SO 1 

JDHN a. HOLTLR 

MANY M. LAMARY • ^ 

JOHN M. PCTRU.J. D.P.M. RIC:HARD R. H.LINSKI - C ATH E R 1 N E S L c f A I VE R 

JOHN A. Hr.V.L.<S. C.P.M. £l,Pt«.NTENOr.NT rjF t,CH^ULS bC-RETARY 

GLRALDI.ME yUWN 

August 22, 1975 

Dear Parent or Guardian: 

Please be informed that your child . has been 

assigTicd to attend School, effective September 2, 1975, 

Tliis assignment of your child will rc-quire transportation which will be pro- 
vided by tlie. district according to the schedule below. ' 
GRADE 5 - BURTON AREA 1^0 CONNl^LL 

Students living NonJi of Buffalo Rond will l>e piclced up at tiie Southwest corner 
of 18di and Thoinpspn at 8:05 A.M. 

Students living South of Buffalo Road will be pic!. ^. up at the Southeast Corner 
of Glendale and Cameron at 8:10 A.M. 

Students will arrive at 8:20-8:25 at Conncll School 

Students will be retiirnod at tlie same stops between' 2:45 and 2:50 P.M. 
Please be assured that we will make every effort possible for maintaining the 
quality and continuity of your child's education as well as all precautions for his 

safety. * ' ^ ^ • 

Should you have any questions please call the Principal of your child's school. 

Sincerely, 

Richard R. HiHnski 
Sunerintendent of Schools 
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DIRECTORS 

□ □NALO A. LUNDCCN 
PRCniDCNT 

JAMES D. MITCHtLL 
vice ."RCSIDCNT 

COMQNO T. CmVANNCLLi 

JOHN C. HARKiNS 

JDHUM □. HaLTCR 

MARY M. LAMARY 

JOHN N. PETRUSa, □.P.M. 

JPHN A. RCWCRS* O.P.M. 

GCRALaiNC ZURN 
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PHONE ai-l 453-3661 



THE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE/ PA. 

1511 PEACH STREET 



16501 



RICHARD R. HIL1NS5KI 
fcjUrLl^lNTtfJlJLNT * Uf-' 'iCHnDLi: 



Catherine: s. lefaivlr 

SLCRETARY 



August 22, 1975 



To the Parents/Guardian of 



Dear Parent or Giiardian: 

Please be informed that your child .has been 

assigned to attend School, effective September 2, 1975. 

This assignment of your child will require transportation which will be pro- 
vided by the district according to the schedule below. ^ 
GRADE 5 - BURNS AREA TO IRVING 

Students living in Bums School area will be picked up at Burns School (Front of 
Building) at 8:08 A. M. 

Students will arrive at Irving at 8:20-8:25 A.M. 

Students will be returned between 2:.4S and 2:50 P.M. at Burns School. 
•Please be assured that we will make every effort possible for maintaining the 
quality and continuity of your chiUrs education as v/ell as nil pn cautions for his 
safety. 

Should you have any questions plonse call the Principal of your child's school. 

Sincerely, 

Richard R. Uilinski 
Superintendent of Schools 
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THE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE, PA. 

1511 PEACH STREET 



1 bbU 1 



RICHARD 'R. H1LIN5KI 



' cathli-mne: s. llfaiver 



•i u 1 •< ' * 



u t. k. 



\ 



Inly , I'.'T.S 



Dear l\iruMt or Ciuariiian: 

■ PlcMSO 1)C infcu'iriecl lliat your child 

\v)vo lias enrolled I'or Kinderjarien fur Ihe comin;^ scliiH«I y^-..ir, is 
assY;in^eci lo ScJiOdl, cl'i'cciivc Scfiivird l^C^, 

The as^igiimeiu of your child meets the requirements of die reoeni 
OommoiVeahh Cuuri Decisi(;i^. affecting the l-rie Sciiuol l.M.sirici 



and 

will sioi i\X\\\[V(j ir:i:isp(>rtalion as this school i.^ wiihiii walKiiii: disu'iicu 
of your huiile. 

\ 

Should you have any question relative to thin matter, please call die 
Prhicipal of ihe asslLmed school anytime after Aui^iust IS, h^TS, 
1*ele})lK)ne -153 -3od]. 



Sincerely your.s. 




l-!icdiard K. ililii:ski 
Superintendent of Schools 



ERLC 



147 



114 

4. Transportation * . 

The plan approved by the Court while involving the trans- 
portation of students did not exceed , the practical limits for 
students travel time or- the economically reasonalbe limits 
on the number of students requiring transportation. The 
plan produced a substantial decrease in the district's 
elementary racial inribalance without massive busing. 
The assignment assumptions^ °were conceptionalized so that 
the pupils would be assigned to school so as to maximize 
walking and to minimize the transportation required, but 
with the objective of contributing to school desegregation. 

Data Collection . 

The collecting and processing of data required by the 
transportation was a major effort. This writer and the data 
services staff prepared the following data 

... Scattergram : : 

Scattergram locator, maps of all pupils to be trans- 
ported^'in each area. . . 
... Pupil Transportation lists 

Identification lists of all pupils to be transported with 
previous school and the new school assignment. 



10 

Sala, or>. cit. , Maxi I, Vol. IVo po 27. 



148 



115 



Notification 


Letters 


Prepci ration 


cinQ nriaiLiny ur rivjuii loalivjii lcllof o i.^ 


parents whos 


1 

SB children require transportation. 



Transportation Maps 

Tract and block maps for all elementary schools coded 
to show contiguous walking distance to each schodl. 
These maps delineate boundaries (blocks one and one ^ 
half miles) whiich require transportation. 
Transporrr.tiori pupil reports 

Report contaihing the name and address of each pupil 

i ' ; ■ ■ ■ 

to be picked up at each stop. o 

The plan to be impilemented proposed transf^rtation for 
345 pupils, 14 majority (white) and 204 minority (black)| however, 
the Courts decision to assign 75 Wayne grade 1 and 2 pupils from 
Edison to Burton required additional transportation. 

The actual pupils transported were very close to the number 
prlDposed by the plan. Initial survey estimates, population rnpblUty, 
and new pupils, to the district will introduce errors in any trans- 
portation proposal. The results may be interesting as an Indication 
of the value and reliability of the data base structure and, the file 
maintenance procedures which daily monitor and effectuatel pupil 
membership changes. 
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TABLE 

PUPILS TRANSPORTED/IMPLEMENTED PLAN 



P RESENTLY TRANSPORTED 



- Td/F=TROM 
Re - Assignment 


W 


PROPOSED 

B/o"": 


Total 


W 


^. ACTUAL 

B/O Total 


Cleveland from 
Marshall Gr, 5 


3 


16 j 


19 


2 


17 


19 


Cleveland from 
Wayne (Bt- Lingual) 


0 


12 


\ 

12 


0 


14 


14 


Perry from Marshall 
Gr. a--4 


24 


39 


63 ' 


1 22 


38 


60 


Hamilton from - 
Vlarshall Grc (1-2) 




' 40 


, 57 


14 


36 


i 

50 


Jones from Marshall 


9 


24 


33 


7 


25 


32 


Connell from Burton 
(1/2 Gr. 5) ; 


32 


40 


72 


27 


31 


58 


Wayne from' Burton 
(1/2 Gr. 5) 


32 


17 


49 


30 


15 


45 


TOTAL PRESENTLY 
TRANSPORTED 


1 17 


188 


305 , 


102 


176 


278 


ADDITIONAL 
TRANSPORTATION 




'•' 










Irving from Burns 
Gr. 5 


24 


16 


40 


22 


15 


37 


Burton from Wayne 
Grc 1-2 


73 


2 


75 


52 




59 


TOTAL 

TRANSPORTED 


214 


206 


420 




198 


374 


UNDER PUKN 


214 


206 


420 


176 


198 


374 
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The reader should know that the additional transportation 
which was required to the plan was only 96 pupils, these are: 
Irving to Burns — - 37 pupilr. 
Burton to Wayne — 5^ :: 

Although the plan actua^ vjsported 374 students (Table 15) 
278 pupils would have required transportation under the pre^ous 
school year plan. Thus the desegregation plan was effectuated 
with only an increase of 96 pupils transportf:d* 

The results may be interesting, as an indication of the 
desegregation alternatives using a walking limit of one and one-half 
miles. The slight discrepancies displayed by Table 15 between the 
actual and proposed transportation statistics were not significant to ^ 
the effectiveness of the plan. 
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EVALUATION: 

ACHIEVEMENT 
EGiA_GpAL I, [V 
TEACHER QUESTIONNAIRE 



\ 
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Evaluation of pupil achievement and attitudes. 

/ / 

Purposet> of the evaluation* 

The purpose, of this evaluation is to determine the affects, ' 
if any, of the integration plan on the: 

... Academic achievement of ele: lentary students. 

..e Attitudes of 5th grade students in interest in school 
and learning. 

..0 Growth in self-esteem of 5th grade students. 

The importance of this component of the implementation 
activities lies in its two fold possibility for utilization: 

... as an aid to future planning. 

... as an evaluation for the ESAA program. The data 
conclusions can provide a basis for the evaluation of 
the current plan which may guide decisions con- 
cerning the development, continuation, and/or revision 
of the current program. \ 

\. 

This writer, at the request of the Coordinator.^f the " ' ^ 
district's ESAA program, undertook the responsibility bf^oordin- 
atlng the conceptionalization, design, and implementation of^^is 
important evaluation. ^^^^ 

Perhaps the most encompassing and controversial issues . 
involving widespread feelings and divergent attitudes and opinions 
which test our democratic ideals, understanding, and attitudes, 
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have grown from efforts to desegregate public schools, Coleman 
expresses this concern, stating: 

An education in an integrated school can be expected to 
have major effects on attitudes toward members of other 
racial groups. At its best, it can develop attitudes 
appropriate to the integrated society ^these students will 
live in; at- Its-worst, it -can create hostile camps of 
t^g roes and whites in the same schooU Thus there is 
more to "school integration" than merely putting Negroes 
\ and whites in the same building, and there may be more 
important consequences of integration than its effect on 
achievement.^^ 

Crow and Crow state that during the elementary grades... 
t:he child becomes more independent and establishes 
definite/ attitudes toward himself and others as well as 
toward situations and conditions. By the time of 
adolescence, the child has developed both desirable and 
undesirable attitudes o Usually Without realizing It the 
child will assimilate and reflect the likes and dislikes 
as well as the views and beliefs of those with whom 
he most closely associates. 

In considering the academic achievement of Negro pupils. 

Rose reported: 

Whatever the causes may be, we face a situation 
in which the average Negro pupil is soon far behind 
the average white pupil in the ability to handle 
academic work. Hel may be" at much the same 
level at the age of three; by twelve he is likely 
to be two or more years behind in reading and 
in arithmetic o The gap grows wider with each 



11. 

James S. Coleman, Equality of Educational Opportunity 
(yVashington: U.So . Goverment Printing Office, 1966), p, 28. 

12 

Lester D. CrovA/ and Alice Crow, Child Development and Adjust- 
ment (New York: The MacMillian Co., 1962), pp 340-43. 
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successful school year« By the time the ^^egro pupil- 
enters high school, if not long before he is often 
incapeUple of dealing with academic subjects and the 
cry goes up that he is being given a "watered-down" 
curriculum or is being shunted off to a Vocational 
School. With poor school accomplishment and an 
often unstcU^le home situation, problems of discipline 
arise, dropouts become a normal patterns and the 
familiar cycle of lack of education, unemployment 
and disadvantage begins. 

A study designed to determine the effects of 
integration upon the academics 6f both Negro and 
white children in Washington, DoC. was conducted by 
Hansen. There was some difficulty in gathering pre- 
Integration data because prtor to integration each of 
the two school divisions, Negro and white, had its 
own department of research. The divisions used 
different tests administered at -different times and 
they were not always administered at the same grade 
levels. Hansen, in attempting to make some 
comparisons showed that before integration the 
academic achievement for Negro students was inferior 
to that of the white children. After integration Hansen 
found that the total group indue. og both, Negro ^ind^^ 
white students improved in academic achievement. 

Stallings, in a study to determine the effects of 
integration on academic achievement in the Louisville, 
Kentucky schools, made a series of comparisons between 
achievement scores of pupils prior to integration at 
grades two, six, and eight with the scores of pupils 
similarly enrolled after integration. The number of 



13 

Arnold Rose, DeFacto Sch o ol Segregation (New Yot^k: The 
National Conference of Chris ans and Jews, 1964), pt\. 7-8. 

Carl F. Hansen, "The Scholastic Performance of Negro and 
White . RJpRsc.tn ti^el Integratect .Public Schools )of the ^ District of 
CQHimbla^^ / . Harvard, CduicatApr^^ Review', (Summer,: r1 960) , 
216-230; 
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pupils in this study was large with some 16,000 white 
at various grade levels and 5,000 Negroes enrolled in 
grades two, six, and eight. Achievement scores were 
obtained fronri the California Reading Test , at the second 
grade level; the Stanford Achievement Tests and 
Intermediate Partial Battery at the sixth grade level; and 
the coordinated sQales of attainment at the eighth grade 
level 0 ^ 

The findings were that white students gained signif- 
icantly, whether they were In schools with a high 
percentage of Negrx)es or only a few Negro pupils and 
that the gains made by Negro pupils were even greater 
than those made by whites at all levels. ^ 

Conceptualizing the Design 

This practlcum writer. Dr. M. E.. Carney, Director *- 
Learner Services, and consultants Dr. Peggy Stank and Mr. Frank 
Reardon, Pennsylvania Department of Education, Division of Research 
developed the design of the study of student growth. 

Since the" district currently administers achievement ^:ests 
to elementary students grades (2-5) and since the district partici- 
pated. In the statewide Educational Quality Assessment administered 
to all grade 5 pupils In March 1974, the evaluation of growth 
would focus on: 

1 . Achievement growth 

The base line data for measuring and comparing 



15 

Frank Ho StalUngs, " A Study of the Immediate Effects of 
Integration on Scholastic Achievement In the Louisville Public * 
Schools," The Journal of Negro Education^ XXII (Fall, 1959) 
ppo 439-442. ^ 
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achievement growth will be provided by the January 
1975 elementary standardized test program. The 
Stanford Achievement Test series will be the basis 
for both the pre-test (January 1975) and the post-test 
(May 1976). Pupil growth will be assessed over a 14 
month period using population commonalities and 
similar tests. 
2. Attitudinal growth 

The base line data for these studies in this study will 
be provided by the Educational Quality Assessment 
(EGiA) results. The Educational Quality Assessment 
procedure is used by the Department of Education to 
evaluate the effectiveness of the educational programs 
for all commonwealth school districts based uopn the 
Ter: r-oaVs of Quality Education adopted by the State 
Board of Education. 

The Pennsylvania Goals of Quality Education are: , 
Quality Education Should: 

Goal I. Help every child acouire the greatest possible under- 

standing of himself or herself and appreciation of his 
or her worthiness as a member of society. 

Goal II • Help every child acquire understanding and appreciation 
of persons belonging to other social, cultural and 
ethnic groups. 



Goalr: III, Help every child acquire, to the fullest possible 
"textent, mastery of the basic skills in the use of 
words and numbers o 
G6al' IV. Help every child acquire a positive attitude toward the 

learning process. 
Goal Vo Help every child acquire the habits and attitudes 

associated with responsible citenship. 
Goal VI, Help every child acquire good health habits and an 
understanding of the conditions necessary for main- 
taining of physical and emotional well-being □ 
Goal VII, Give every child opportunity and encouragement to be 

^^^^re^^Hs^e in one or^more fields of endeavor. 
Goal \//[^ Help every child understand the opportunities open to 
him or her to prepare for productive life and help 

each child to take full advantage of these opportunities^ 

O ■ 

Goal IX o\ Help every child to understand and appreciate as much 
as possible of human achievement in the natural 
sciences, the social sciences, and the humanities 
and the arts. 

Goal X. Help every child to prepare for a world of rapid change 
and unforseeable demands in which continuing education ^ 
through adult life should be normal expectation. 
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The ten goals are listed in order to provide the reader 
some insight as to the <.^;tlection of Goal I, II, and IV for the 
measure of student growth. The reader should also be aware of 
local (jitlTCnry^ both individually and as groups, who oppose the 
Educational Quality Assessment procedures. Locally the EQA 
rebellion has some substance o However in designing this growth 
study the group concurred with the selection of Goal I, II, and IV « 
The findings could be significant at the local level, and equally 
Important to Educational Quality Assessment Division. At the 
planning conference held in Harrisburg, both Msv,Jean Brooker, 
PDE Education Specialist, Office of Civil Rights, and hAr, Richard 
Minyard, PHRC Education Specialist, were opttmistically exhuberant 
with the f&roposed plan. The administration in granting tentative 
agreem'ent to the proposal specified that: 

1o AH parents whose children would be the target 
population of the study would be appraised of the 
study and ftjrther the parent (s) could reque^st hlsArer 
child be excused from the test. 
2, Meetings would be scheduled with the FTA presidents 
of each school, NAACR representatives and the 
ESAA bi- racial committee to discuss all phases of 
the evafuation and circulate for inspection the EQA 
scales to be administered. 
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Objectives of the evalu -^t iont 

The spectftc obje* t^'es of the evaluation are: 

1. To tof npare the achievennefit of pupils vA\o formerly 

1 

attended Lo;iqf allow and Garfield in the new school 
setting. ' i 

2o To compare the achievement of all grade (2-5) 

ele:ne*Tcary pupils for the two test periods January, 
1975 and May, 1976o 
3p To compare the growth of ^grade 5 students in Self- 
esteem as measured by the Educational Quality 
Assessment, Goal I, Self Esteem. 
4. To compare the growth of gr^de 5 students in interest 
in school and learning as measured by the Educational 
' Quality Assessment, Goal IV, Interest in School ^and 
Learning o 
Instrumantation: 

1 Achievement; 

The Stanford Achievement test battery was administered 
as a pre-test in January, 1975. The post-test. May, 
1975, will be the Stanford Achievement test battery 
I .iRppropriate"^for each graded level • 

I 2« Self Esteem: 



The Educational Qual- y Assessment Scale, Goal I, 
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Self Esteem, 
Number of items: 48 

2 . 1 Sub-scales - 5 

.1 general self confidence 

.2 control of environment 

.3 relationship with others 

.4 self-image in school 

c 

o5 embedded home climate 
2.2 Goal I Self-Esteem 

Quality education should help every child 
acquire the greatest possible understanding 
of himself or herself and appreciation of 
his or her worthiness as a member of 
society.. 

o1 It is widely held that self-understanding 

is significantly associated with personal ^ 
satisfaction and effective functioning. 
How- students viewf' their adequacies 
and inadequacies, their values and 
desires, can strongly influence their 
performance in school. No matter 
what the level, and pattern of students' 
talents, the school experience should 
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strengthen, not damage, their self- , 
esteem. School should operate so that 
children of all talent levels can appreciate 
their worth as persons in a pociety that 
claims to be equally concerned for all 
its members. 
Measurement^ Rationale , 
Self-esteem is a personal judgment of ^ 
worthiness. It is a subjective experience 
which! the individual conveys to ochcrs 
verbally or by other behavior. Most 
theories acknowledge that our self- 
image'^and feelings of worthiness are - 
determined largely by how well we can 
live up to our o\A/n aspirations and meet 
expectations of others « 
Aspirations become closely associated 
with personal -goal-setting behavior 
originating in our internalized system 
of values. 

Expectations are external in nature 
and are related ^ goals set collectively 
.by society or by significant individuals. 
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in our lives* Assessment in this ar^ea 
is based on four components believed 
to be related to the development of 
positive self-esteem. The first' has to 
do with locus of control-whether one 
views personal success as dependent 

c 

upon one's own efforts or external ^ x 
influences o 

Externally controlled individuals will 
tend to be more 'dependent on others 
and more willing to ride with the tide, 
accepting docilely things VA/hich happen 
to ttiemo Internal individuals will mors 
actively attempt to control self-destiny; 
The second related conqept is self- 
confidence-the feelincj of self-worth and 
the belief that one is'cs^pable of handling 
things successfully. Those who lack ' 
self-confidence are often characterized 
as being timid, cautious, submissive 
individuals who feel inadequate, fearful i 
' inferior and expect to be unsuccessful 

in dealing with new situations. 

' • " . ■ \ ■ ' ' 

•i 
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The third component is image in 
-School swings • • Those, having favor- 
able, self-images are likely to experience 
subjective success with schoalwork, , 
feel thlSft they are favorably viewed and 
understood by teachers and enjoy class 
participation. The final dimension 
^ considers hew students feel, about the 
quality of their relationships with o'thers. 
Individuals who have difficulty in Inter- 
personal relations will tend to believe " 
that others have little confidence in or 
low regard for them • ' 
General Scale Description 
The selfresteem scale Is comprised of 
40 short, self-description statements. 
Sixteen are positively worded- 
describing the students in a favoredble 
light and 24 are negatively worded- 

cfiaracterizing the student in a 

/ 

/' ■ ' ■ 

negative vein. / 

' Sample positively worded item: 

Tm easy to get along with. ; 
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Sample negatively worded Item: 

Things are all mixed up in my life. 
Response options available to the students 
are 1) very true of me, 2) mostly true 
of me, 3) mostly untrue of me and 4) 
very untrue of me. The items within 
the scale ar^^ grouped to yield four sub- 
scale scores in addition to the .total 
scale score, 

Subscale 1 ; Self-confidence contains 10 
items measuring feelings of success, self- 
determination, attractiveness and self- 
worth. Sample ite'm: I'm pretty sure 
of myself. 

Subscale 2; F eelings of control over 
environment contains 10 items tapping 
belief that syccess in school and work 
depend on ^ffort, not luck. 
Sample Item: My getting good grades 
in school depends rr ore on how the 
teacher feels about me than on how well 
I can do my work, 

Subscale 3 : Relationships with others 
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contains 10 Itenns assessing the 

^ j st'Jdtint^s perceived ease in making and. j 

■■ • .. ' / 

keepi. .g friends and the student^s feelings / 

/ 

of acceptance by others. / 

' ^. • • / 

Sample item: I often feel picked on by / 

other l:ids. / 

Subscale 4: ^elf-image in school co'm- 

/ 

prises 10 itenns designed to measure 

/ - / 

feelings of success in school work, class 

/ ■ - 

recitation and teacher relationships. 
Sample itenn: In class, I often feel *put 

i 

down' by tochers. 
Interest in School and Learning; 

The Educational Quality Assessment Scale, Goal IV^ Interest 
in School and Learning. \ 

\ 

3.1 Sub-scales - 2 

. 1 attitude toward school \ 

\ 

.2 school climate 

3.2 Goal IV Interest in School and Learning 



Quality education should help every child acquire a 
positive attitude toward the learning process. 
. 1 Goal Rationale 

\ 

The school represents ptrhaps^^the rpouasft powerful single 
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for^etanr^temiinirjg ra^rpersonls^ 
N^arning. The climate and learning atmosphere 
in the school, the educational experiences the 
school provides and the quality of the personal 
interactions it fosters between student and 
educator all shape the students* life-long attitudes 
toward learning. 

The school experience should be such that students 
find the leiarning activities associated with it 
enjoyable and rewarding to the point that they are 
motivated to do well and to continue learning on 
their own initiative beyond the requirements of 
formal education. Everything possible should be 
done to ensure that the attitude of the teacher, 
the atmosphere of the school, and the schools 
physical condition contribute toward this end so 
that the individual — both as a child anc' later as 
adult-will hold education high among his or her 
values. J 
Measurement Rationale 

The schools that pupils attend influence both 
their present attitudes toward learning and their 
attitudes tevvard learning throughout their lives. 
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The instrument used to nneasure this goal includes 
not only itenns concerned with present school 
attitudes but also items concerned with learning in 
general. Since pupils^ attitudes toward school are 
a function of both their attitudes toward learning 
and their attitudes toward the school environment, 
both these areas are measured. \ 

i 

General Scale Description j 
The interest in school anJ learning scale includes 
28 items, all of which are stated as questions. 
Pupils are asked how they feel about their school- 
work, about their school and their teachers and 
about learning in general. The response options 
/available to the pupil are: 1) very happy, 2) a 
little happy, 3) a little unhappy, 4) very unhappy. 

The items within the scale are grouped into 

three subscales. 

Subscale 1 : Attitude toward learning con- 
tains 18 items measuring pupil attitudes 
toward learning in school and toward school 
subjects. Sample item: How do you fee • 
when you learn new things In school? 
Subscale 2 : School climate contains 10 
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items measuring pupil attitudes toward the r 
schools environment and toward their teachers 
and principals. Sample item: How. do you 
feel on days when you are" in school? 

Design; 

The evaluation design was a cooperative effort of the School 
District's Learner Servicers Department, and the Pennsylvania 
Department of Education, Division of Research, This practicum 
writer; Dr. M. E. Carney, Director, DeF)artment of Learner 
Services, Erie School District; Dr. Peggy Stank, and Mr. Frank 
Reardon, Research Associates, Pennsylvania Department of 
Education, Division of Research prepared the evaluation design. 

A simple pre-test/post-test technique will be used to 
evaluate achievement growth o Students were originally tested in 
January, 1975. The achievement post-test will be administered 
in May, 1976. The January, 1975 testing was done as part of 
the school district's normal testing program. The IS goal Educa- 
tional Quality Assessment Battery was administered to all of the 
district's grade 5 students in March, 1975. The Educational 
Quality assessment post-tests will measure attitudinal changes. 
If any, sunong the current grade 5 pupils. as -raeasurechv-by i.yne'"»'^»- 
Goal I arid Goal IV tests. Post-'testing for the EoQoAo goals is 
scheduled for March, 1976. Administering both the pre-test and 
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post-test at the same time of the year would avoid confounding by 
the fluctuation of student attitudes during a school year. 

Since there would be no way of judging or comparing the 
-student's attltudlnal measures the data collected for the March, 1976 
grade 5 population sample will be compared with the district's 
March, 1975 EoQ.Ao state study. The 1975 district sample would t 
bocxfme. In effect, a norm group, to which the 1976 results will 
be compared. 

This practicum writer obtained permission from the 
Pennsylvania Department of Education, Division of Educational 
Quality Assessment, to reproduce, administer, score, and process 
the Goal I and Goal IV tests. Initially, plans included Goal II, 
Understanding Others for the evaluation. However, since there 
was local opposition by some parent groups this test was eliminated 
from the study. 
Scoring : 

1 . The Items on each scale will be scored using a 
weighted scale. Scaling of thie test items y^ilVibe / 
according to the scale provided by EoQoAo 

2, Test response >; 

A test Is elirnlnatiid i^\a student falls to answer B0% 
of the Items on a test. 
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' ' 3. Missing test responses for a test: 

Missing test items for a particular test are to be 
completed by the method of averaging o The average 
test score is calculated, this score becomes the 
score for the missing item fe)o Accordingly: 
3o1 calculation of missing score for a test item. 

' . 1 average score = Sum of scares for.jte^^^^T^pbr^d^ 
^ ^ number of items responded 

4. Total test and sub-test scoring: 

The items are scored using a weighted scale. "^Since 
for processing purposes a scale of 4-3-2" 1 is used, 
while the actual weighted response scale is 3-2-1-0, 
each test item is adjusted according to the 'formula • 

Total Sum of Responses x Tota.l Test Items • 1 
Score Items Responded 

Data br .r j! *j>*n requirements: 

1. Total school scc>re using 197ri-76 population scores: 

1 . 1 white students only 

1.2 black/others only 

1.3 all current pupils 

2. Total school score using 1974-75 school population 
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grjajtrcpsTTi* . < ^ . ' • 

2.1 The school score for the (74-75) population 
that . remained to become part of the ;7/5*76) 
population . 

2.2 The school score for (74-75) school population 
that Vi^as moved to become part of the (75-76) 
school population, ^ 

3o Hypothetical schools: 

Since the implementation of the desegregation plan 
called for the closure of two schools, Garfield and 
Longfellow, and re-assignment of other grade 5 
students from their (74-75) schools to different 
(75-76) schools; then the comparison may show a 
change in attitudes of students who were, at segregated 
or sepc^; ate schools in 1975 and now are at integrated 
schools. To investigate these possible attitudinal 
changes students who live in these attendance areas 
and attend different schools will be assigned to the 
hypothetical schools i.e, Garfield and Longfellow, 
3,1 Hypothetical Garfield; 

Garfield area grade 5 students who were 
reassigned to Glenwood, Lincoln, Jefferson, 
A/icKinley, ahd Penn will form the population 
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sample for hypothetical Garfield, Garfield area 
student responses, at their new schools, will be 
scored^^to provide a hypothetical school score 
for the old Garfield attendance area. This score 
on the E.QoAo Goals I and IV will be connpared 
with the March, 1974 Garfield, grade 5, E.QoAo 
scores o 

3.2 Hypothetical Longfellow: 

Longfellow area grade 5 pupils who were assigned 
to Irving and Ennerson will form the population 
sannple for Hypothetical Longfellow • Longfellow 
area student responses at their new schools will 
be scored to provide a hypothetical school score 
for the old Longfellow attendance area. The 

4 

scores on EoQ.A. Goals I and IV will be conn- 
pared with the March, 1974 Longfellow, grade 5 
E.Q.Ao scores. 

3.3 Hypothetical Burns: 

Burns- sch(pol fornnerly a (K-6) school becomes 
a (K-4) school under the plan, thus grade 5 
pupils in the Burns area were reassigned to 
Irving and Ehnerson. The Burns area grade 5 
pupils who were reassigned to Irving and 
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Emerson will form the population sample for this 
study. Burns area grade 5 student responses at 
their new schools will be scored to provide a , 
hypothetical school score for the Burns area 
grade 5. This score on EoQoAo Goals I and IV 
will be comprared with the March, 1974 Burns 
grade 5, E.QoAo scores. 

t 

3o4 Hypothetical Burton; 

Under the plan Burton area grade 5 students were 
^ assigned to Connell and Wayne Schools. Formerly 
all of these students were assigned to Wayne. The 
Burton area grade 5 students who were reass^ged ' 
to Connell and Wayne will form the population 
sample for this study. Burton area grade 5 
student responses at their new schools will be 
scored to provide a hypothetical school score for 
the Burton area grade 5.' The hypothetical school 
scores for Goals I and IV will.be compared with 
the March, 1974 Wayne and Connell school scores. 
Evaluation of Achievement 

The achievement evaluation will use the base line data 
obtained from the Stanford Achievement Tests which were adminis- 
tered to all grade (2-5) pupils In January 1975. A simple pre-test/ 
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post-test technique will be used. The achievement tests were 
adnnlnistered as part of the s?::hool districts normal testing program. 
The post-achievement tests will be administered to all grade (2-5) 
pupils in May 1976. The achievement levels of the inner city 
schools have always been a concern. A significant aim of the 
re-organlzatlon is to improve student performance on basic skills. 

Remediation in the basic skill areas are provided students 
by schools participating in the Emergency School Aid Act (JESJUA) 
and the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA) Schools. 

Rarticipatlng in these special projects may demonstrate 
higher individual student and/or school gains as measured on the 
post-achievement tests. 

Dr; Peggy Stank and Mr. Frank Reardon prooosed that a 
comparison of a pupil's performance be Msed for the study. A 

procedure for making these comparisons has been developed by 

16 . 

Rapp and Haggart. In comparing a student^s performance with 
himself the slope of the learning curve is calculated o The technique 
ised will be to determine the -slope by dividing a student*^ attained . 
grade equivalent on a test by thfe actual grade National Norm at the 
time of t^1e test. 

"Ti 

Rapp, M.L. and Haggart, S.A. "IdiograpMc .Xnalysts of 
Achievement Measures" Educational Technology, 1173, 13 (5) 
pp 23-26. 
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Participating Schools for the Study; 



Burins 
Burton 
Cleveland 
Colunpbus 
Connell 
Diehl \ 
Edison\ 

Data arilpilysis procedures: 



Emerson 

Hamilton 

Harding 

Irving 

Jones . 

Jefferson 

Lincoln 



McKinley 

Penn 

Perry 

Washington 

Wayne 
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Pre-test January 1975 Scores, 

For each school and grade the mean score, variance, 
standard deviation, and median scohe. 
These scores are available and will be prx)cessed at 
\^the district's computer center. 
Predicted Score 

The expected score for each pupil will be calculated 

\ 

us^ing procedures previously cited. The expected score 

\ 

for each pupil will be calculated and from these 
predicted scores will be calculated for each school's 
gradp and district grade: the mean score, variance, 
stand?-rd deviation, and median score will be extracted, 
Complrter processing for the predicted gain and pre- 
dicted growth will be under the supervision of this 
writer and the district's managejr of data processing. 
Computer programs as required will be prepared by 
the district's computer staff. 
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3. Actual Scores 

The posit tests will provide the actual scores. Pro- 
cedures for administering and scoring of the tests will 
be through the district's Learner Services Department. 
This writer will coordinate all activities related to the 
processing of the test scores, distribution of reports to 
district personnel, and coordinate the preparation of 
reports for consultants who will prepare the final 
reports o " 

Hypothietical schools 

T he court approved desegregation plan called for the closing 

of two schools: Garfield (a predominantly black school, 68% black) 

and Longfellow (a racially balanced school, 26% black). The pupil 

population of these schools was reassigned. 

Glenwood Bums 

Garfield - Lincoln Longfellow-Emerson 
Jefferson Irving 
McKinley \ 

1 . How well has this student population achieved at their 
new school settings? 

2. Is any resulting change in achievement significant? 

3. Addltioral patterns noticed. 
Population for study 

The population for the hypothetical schools are: 

177 
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Hypothetical 6ar'field 

1 i ' Glenwood 

2. Lincoln. 

3 • Jefferson 

'4'. McKinley 



Procedure: 



.5 



: - 1. Extract from the 5/76 Garfield population at . Glenwood, 
Lincoln, Je^fferson, McKinley, pupils' who attended 
Garfield for 1974-75 school year. \ - 
2, Calculate expected grade equivalent score for this " 

group by grade. ^ 
3o Calculate: * . 

3.1 Pre-test summaries 1/75 

3.2 Expected score summaries. 

3.3 Actual summaries 5/76. 
4,- Population studies 

4.1 students at hypothetical schools.' 

4.2 Eiack students ac hypothetical schools. 

4.3 White students at hypothetical schools. 
Hypothetical LonQfellow 

1..' Extract the Longfellow 1974-75 population fror-i Burns, 
Emerson^ Irving, Hamilton. c?" 

2, Calculate the expected grac^ equivalent score for' these 
groups by grade. . 
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3, Calculate: 

3.1 Pre-test summaries. 

I 

3.2 Expected score summaries 

3.3 Actual score summaries* 

4. Population, studies: j 

4c 1 AH students at hypothetical schools, 

4.2 Black students at hypothetical schools. 

4.3 NA^ite students at hypothetical schools. 
Valid Comparisons for the study: 

1 . The district's computer will be used to build a pre- 
dicted growth expectancy table. Each May 1976 
student having a matching January 1976 test score 
will be part of the expectancy table. 



5/76 




1/75 




Extract 




School 




Test 


Population 


Test 


Scores 




Scores . 





2. Criteria for invalid stuoent recorxis will be accordingly: 
2o1 a student at a 5/76 school with no hriatching 1/75 

. score. ^ 

■• I • 

2.2 a student has a 1/75 score but does not have a 
matching 5/76 score. 

2.3 a student does not have either a 5/76 or a 1/75 score. 
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Scope of Services: 

The evaluation v;iU be divided into five identifiable areas: 

1 • Developing the plan ; \ 

i 

2. Implennenting the plan 

3. Conducting the evaluation 

4. Analyzing and presenting the findings 

5. Provide recommendations for achieving or modifying, 
^ goals and objectives for ESAA project, j 

The Erie School District's Role: 
Practicum writei^r: 

1 • Determine and prepare procedures for data collection 
for the project. 



\ 
\ 
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2. Prepare and distribute E.Q.A. Goal I and IV tests. 
3o Monitor data collection process . 

4. Coordinate data services required r data entry and 
data retrival at the district's computer. 

5. Plan and schedule evaluation activities with the district' 
computer personnel.. 

6. . Compile and edit evaluation data. 

7. Notification letters to palrents. ' * 

8. Prepare all reports for distribution, submit required 
reports to consultants. 

9o Disserninate final report. 
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10. Schedule all conferences, planning sessions, discussions 
with appropriate staff and consultants. 

11. Provide necessary computer services programming. 

Consultants: , 

1. Modify the evaluation plan if necessary. 

2. Compile, analyze, and interpret data on achievement, 
and Goal I and Goal II. , 

3. Submit final report to the Erie School District. 
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TESTS FOR STUDENT GROWTH 
GOAL I SELF ESTEEM 
IV INTEREST IN SCHOOL AND LEARNING 
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SELF ESTEEM 
; GOAL I 

THIS IS NOT A TEST 



148 



DO NOT WRITE YOUR NAME ON THIS PAPER. 

*. 

COMPLETE THE INFORMATION BELOW. 

" 1. NAME OF YQUR PRESENT SCHOOL — 

2. NAME OF THE SCHOOL YOU ATTENDED LAST YEAR 

CHECK THE TERM THAT BEST DESCRIBES YOUo 

3, Black - include persons of African descent as v;ell 
as those identified as Jamaican, Trinidadian or West 
Indian, 

White "- include persons of Indo-European descent 
including Pakistanian and East Indian, 

American Indian - include persons who identify 
themselves or are, known as such by virtue of t rloal 
association. 

Oriental (Asian American) - include persQijis of 
Japanese, Chinese, Korean or Filipino descent, 

Puerto Rican (should include Spanish Surnamed) - 
include all persons of Mexican, Puerto Rican, Cuban, 
Latin Ame^rican or Spanish descento 
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DIRECTIONS: - ' • 

BELOW ARE 48 THINGS- THAT YOU MIGHT DO IN OR OUT OF SCHOOL. 
CHOOSE THE ANSWER WHICH BEST DESCRIBES HOW YOU FEEL WHEN YOU ARE 
DOING THE ACTIVITY. CIRCLE YOUR ANSWER. CIRCLE ONLY ONE ANSWER 

HOW DO YOU FEEL: 

CIRCLE VT = VERY TRUE OF ME 
CIRCLE MT = MOSTLY TRUE OF ME 
CIRCLE MU = MOSTLY UNTRUE OF- ME 
CIRCLE VU = VERY UNTRUE OF ME 





MT 


MU 


VU 


1, 


I'M PRETTY SURE X)T_MY.S.ELF . 


n 


.v:t 


MU 


VU 


2. 


I'M EASY TO GET ALONG WITH. 


V r 


MT 


MU 


VU 


3., 


I AM OFTEN CALLED UPON BY THE TEACHER TO HELP 
OUT lU THE CLASSROOM. 


VT 


MT 


MU 


VU 


4. 


EVE.'IY TIME I MAKE A PIJ^ TO DO SOMETHING, SOME- 
■ THING GOES WRONG. 


VT 


MT 


MU 


vu 


■ 5. ' 


V 

I'M PROUD OF MY SCHOOLWORK. 


VT 


MT 


MU 


VU 


6. 


I FEEL THATi KIDS MY OWN AGE LIKE ME . 


VT 


MT 


MU 


VU 


/ . 


J' M MADE TO FEEL ''NOT GOOD ENOUGH" BY MY TEACHER 


VT 


MT 


MU 


vu 


8; 


I HAVE LOTS OF FUN WITH MY PARENTS. 


VT 


MT 


MU 


■J 'J 


9. 


MY TEAPHZR DOESN'T LET ME TRY ~ OUT MY IDEAS. 


VT 


MT 


MU 


VL 


10. 


°I OFTEN WISH I WERE SOMEONE ELSE. 


VT 


MT 


MU 


VU 




I CAN'T SEEM TO DO ANYTHING RIGHT BY MYSELF. 


VT 


MT 


MU 


vu 


12. 


SOMEONE OFTEN HAS' TO TELL ME WHAT TO DO . 


VT 


J" 


MU 


vu 


13;, 


I FIND IT HARD TO GET ALONG WITH OTHERS. 


VT 


MT 


MU 


vu 


1^ . 


WHEN THINGS GO WRONG FOR ME, IT IS USUALLY 
SOMEONE ELSE'S FAULT. 


v: 






vu 


15.. 


r OFTEN ^FEEL "PICKED ON" BY OTHER KIDS. 


VT 


MT 


MU 


vu 


16. . 


I GET, UPSET EASILY AT HOME. 



r 



VT 


MT 


MU, 


VU 


17. 


I DO NOT MAKE FRIENDS. AS' EASILY AS MOST OTHER 
PEOPLE . 


VT 


MT 


MU 


VU 


18. 


LUCK DECIDES MOST THINGS THAT HAPPEN TO ME. 


VT 

V ±. 


MT 


MU 


VU 


19 . 


I FEEL TH/.T KY PARENTS LIKE TO KNOW 'HOW I 
THINK ABOUT THINGS. 


VT 


MT 


MU 


vu 


20. 


FOR ME TO PTJ^Y A GOOD GAME, LUCK IS MORE" IM- 
PORTANT THAN TRYING TO DO MY BEST. 


var 


MT 

ill. 


ITU 


vu 

V w 


21 . 


IT'S PRETTY TOUGH TO BE Ml:!. 


V 1 




Mil 


VII 

V \J 


22 . 


I IKE TO BE CALLED ON IN CLASS, 


V 1 


MT 


Ml J 

I lU 


VTI 

V 


23 


IF I WOi^.K HARD, I CAN GET A GOOD JOB. 


VT 

V L 


MT 




vu 


24 . 


IN CLASS I OFTEN FEEL ''PUT DOWN" BY MY TEACHERS, 


VT 

V 1, 


MT 
ill. 


MU 


vu 


25 . 


I FIND IT HARD TO KEEP FRIENDS FOR VERY LONG. 


VT 

V i. 


MT 
ill. 


Mil 


vu " 


26 . 


I TiiEL THAT MY PARENTS IlfJDERSTAND ME. 


V i 


MT " 


MTI 


Vf] 

V u 




THINGS ARE ALL MIXED UF IN MY LIFE. 


VT 


MT 


MU 


vu . 


28. 


I AM A LOT OF FUN TO BE WITH.,' , 


VT 


MT 


MJ 


vu 


29. 


i.' DO NOT LIKE MYSELF VERY MUCH. . ' 


VT 


MT 


MU 


vu 


'30. 


I FEEL THAT I DON'T HAVE MUCH CHANCE TO SUCCEED 
IN LIFE. 


VT 


MT 


MU 


vu 


31. 


I.AM MADE TO FEEL VERY IMPORTANT BY THE KIDS IN 

MY. CL.^ - 


VT 


MT 


MU 


vu 


32. 


I OFTEN FEEL SAD IN SCHOOL. 


VT 


MT 


MU 


vu 


33. 


I OFTEN FEEL ASHAMED OF MYSELF. 


VT 


m; 


MU 


vu 


34. 


I OFTEN FEEL AS THOUGH MY PARENTS ARE PUSHING 
ME. 


VT 


MT 


MU 


vu 


35. 


I FEEL I'M. NOT AS NICE LOOKING AS MOST PEOPLE. 


VT 


MT 


MU 


vu 


36. 


IF I WORK AT SOMETHING LONG ENOUGH, I WILL 



SUCCEED . 
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VT 


MT 


MU 


VU 


37. 


MY TEACHERS MAICE ME FEEL THAT- MY IDEAS ARE GOOD. 


VT 


MT 


MU 


VU 


38. 


THERE ARE MANY TIMES WHEN I'D LIKE TO LEAVE 
HOME . 


VT 


MT 


MU 


VU 


39. 


I AM ABLE TO DO MANY THINGS WELL. 


VT 


MT 


MU 


VU 


40. 


IF I WORK HARD, I WILL BE ABLE TO GO TO COLLEGE. 


VT 


MT 


MU 


VU 


41. 


MOST PEOPLE ARE BETTER LIKED THAN I AM. 


VT 


MT 


MU 


VU 


42. 


NO MATTER HOW HARD I WORK, IT IS ONLY LUCK WHEN 
I GET SOMETHING RIGHT. 


VT 


MT 


MU 


VU 


43. 


I DON'T GET MUCH ATTENTION AT HOME. 


VT 


MT 


MU 


VU - 


44. 


I FEEL UNDERSTOOD BY MY TEACHERS . 


VT 


MT 


MU 


VU 


45. 


I SPEND A LOT OF TIME DAYDREAMING. 


V 1 


MT 
ill 


Mil 


VTI 

V u 


46 


I FFFL THAT MY PARENTS EXPECT TOO MUCH OF ME. 


VT 


MT 


MU 


VU 


47. 


THE KIDS IN MY CLASS MAKE ME FEEL . THAT I AM GOOD 
At DOING THINGS. 


VT 


MT 


MU 


VU 


48. 


I 'am GOOD AT PICKING OUT THE RIGHT THINGS TO 



STUDY. 
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INTEREST IN SCHOOL AND LEARNING 

GOAL IV 
THIS IS NOT A TEST 



DO NOT V7RITE YOUR NAME ON THIS PAPER. 



COMPLETE THE INFORMATION BELOW. 



1. NAME OF YOUR PRESENT SCHOOL 



2. NAME OF THE SCHOOL YOU ATTENDED LAST YEAR 



CHECK THE TERM THAT BEST DESCRIBES YOU. 

3. Black - include persons of African descent as well 

as those identified as Jamaican, Trinidadian or West 
Indian. 

White - include persons of Indo-Eirropean descent 

including Pakistanian and East Indian. 

American Indian - include persons who identify 

themselves or are known as such by virtue of tribal 
association. 

. Oriental (Asian American) - include persons of 
Japanese, Chinese, Korean or Filipino descent. • 

Puerto Rican (should include Spanish^ Surnamed) ^ 

include all persons of Mexican, Puerto Rican, Cuban, 
Latin American or Spanish descent. 
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DIRECTIONS : • 

BEL^-W ARE 28 THINGS THAT YOU MIGHT DO IN OR OUT OF SCHOOL. 
CHOOSE THE ANSWER '^miCH BEST DESCRIBES HOW YOU FEEL WHEN YOU ARE 
DOING THE ACTIVITY. CIRCLE YOUR ANSWER. CIRCLE ONLY ONE ANSWER.. 

HOW DO YOU FEEL: 

CIRCLE A = VERY HAPPY 

CIRCLE B = A LITTLE HAPPY • 
CIRCLE C = A LITTLE UNHAPPY 
CIRCLE D = VERY UNHAPPY 



A 


B 


C 


D 


I. 


, WHEN YOU THINK ABOUT YOUR SCHOOLWORK? 


A 


B 


C 


D 


2. 


ABOUT LEARNING SOMETHING BY READING A 'bOOK? 


A 


B 


C 


D 


3. 


WHEN YOU LEARN ARITHMETIC IN SCHOOL? • 


A 


B 


C 


D 


4. 


ON DAYS WHEN YOU CAN'T GO TO SCHOOL? 


A 


B 


C 


D 


5. 


ABOUT HAVING TO REMEMBEI^ SO MANY THINGS AT SCHOOL? 


A 


B 


C 


D 


6. 


WHEN YOU PLAY GAMES THAT MAKE YOU THINK? .. 


A 


B 


e 


D 


7. 


WHEN YOU LEARN ABOUT SCIENCE IN SCHOOL? 


A 


B 


c 


D 


8. 


WHEN YOU TALK TO YOUR PRINCIPAL? 


A 


XJ 


c 




9 . 


ABOUT TALKING WITH A FRIEND ABOUT THE THINGS YOU 
HAVE LEARNED IN SC;- ^OL? 


A 


B 


c 


D 


10. 


WHEN YOU WRITE STORIES IN SCHOOL? 


A 


B 


c 


D 


11. 


WHEN YOU LEARN TO READ IN SCHOOL? 


A 


B 


c 


D 


12. 


WHEN YOU THINK ABOUT HOW MUCH YOUR TEACHER CARES 
ABOUT YOUR CLASS? " 


A 


B 


c 


D 


13. 


WHEN YOU HAVE HOMEWORK TO DO? 


A 


B 


c 


D 


14. 


ABOUT LEARNING NEW THINGS" AT HOME ABOUT SCIENCE? 


A 


B 


c 


D 


15. 


WHEN YOU THINK ABOUT HOW FA]iRLY THE CHILDREN ARE 
TREATED IN YOUR SCHOOL? 


A 


B 


c 


D 


16. 


WHEN YOU LEAI^N NEW THINGS IN SCHOOL? ' 
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A 


B 


C 


D 


17. 


WHEN YOU TALK TO YOUR TEACHER i 


A 


B 


C 


D. 


18 . 


WHEN YOU THINK ABOUT HOW MUCH iHE PRINCIPAL CARhb 
ABOUT THE CHILDREN? 


A 


B 


C 


D-^ 


19. 


ABOUT STUDYING SOMETHING WITH A FRIEND? j 


A 


B 


C 


D 


20. 


WHEN YOU COME BACK TO SCHOOL AFTER A VACATION?" 


A 


B 


C 


D 


21. 


V7HEN YOU ARE GIVEN A BOOK FOR A BIRTHDAY PRESENT? 


A 


B 


C 


D 


22. 


ABOUT ASKING YOUR TEACHER FOR HELP? ^ 


A 


B 


C 


D 


23. 


WHEN YOU LEARN SOCIAL STUDIES IN SCHOOL? 


A 


B 


P 


' D 


24. 


WHEN YOU THINK ABOUT YOUR CLASSROOM IN SCHOOL? 


A 


B 


C 


D 


25. 


WHEN YOU PRACTICE YOUR WRITING IN SCHOOL? 


A 


B 


C 


D 


26. 


WHEN YOU STUDY FOR A TEST? 


X 


B 


C 


D 


27. 


ABOUT READING A BOOK BY YOURSELF? 




B 


=c 


D 


28. 


ON DAYS WHEN YOU ARE IN SCHOOL? 
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QUESTIONNAIRE 
FOR 



FIFTH GRADE TEACHERS 



The information received from this questionnaire 
will be aggregated and reported as relationships to 
other componants of the district's desegregation study*- 

No indivicfuals are to be identified and no. in- 
diviiJual information will be reported. 
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CiuesLiou 1 

Where have you spcnL most of your life? (Circle Lhe 
correct response.) 

In or V7it:hin 30 miles of the boundaries cf this 
school district .A 

More th 30 miles .but less than 100 miles from 
the present boundaries of this sdi ool district B 

>Iore thaa 100 miles from the boundaries of this 
school district " . . . • . ,C 



Questions 2-4 

In your teaching situation how satisfied arc you 
witli your relationship wi'th : ' 

Circle the response 'which best describes your 
relationship'. ; ' • 

A = Very dissatisfied C = Somewhat satisfied 

B = Somewhat dissatisfied D = Very satisfied 



2 Parep.ts and parent groups 

3 Fellov; staff members \ - 

4 Students * j 



A B C n 

A B :c D 

A B C D- 



Quest^ions 5-14 ^ , 

Circle the , answers which! best describe y'bur feelings about 
the comments below: [ ' - ' . 



Circle the response 



which best describes your feelings . 



A, = Almost^ never true 
. , B = Seldom true 
• C .= Sometimes tru(i- 

5' I enjoy classroom teaching 



6 The administration in 



D = Usually true 
E = Aldost always 
true 



this school acts decisive- 



ly on suggestipns from the faculty 



A B C D E 



A^B C D E 



7 The. administration in 
classroom innovation ' ' 



this school encourages 
-ith real, practical support A. B C D E 



f 
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8 The administration in this school supports the 
disciplinary measures of the teachers ABODE 

9 The administration in this school i3 concerned -r 
with real student progress as opposed to token 

programs which only appear to be progressive . A B C D ;:£ 
10 Th/e administration in this school is more con- 
c^Tned with real -'SLudent progress than with 
quiet, orderly classrooms - ABODE 

/The administration in this- school encourages 
teacher initiative in regnrd to new programs, 
as opposed to handing do\^i decisions which the 
teachers t;hen must carry out ^ " i ^. ABODE 

The central adminis'tra tion of this district 
treats teachers as professional, con\tributing 
members of the „staff j^. ''^ ABODE 

Teachers can, expect support for their clas.s- . . _ • 

room policies fij'orfi the cautral administration 
of this district]: j ^^^^ ABODE 



14 The Central adminils tration r^^is district is 

effective in developing reaiis ^fe^rugram goals ABODE 
■ ' ^ 

Questions 15-25 -v, ,j 

Here • is a list of some classroom practices. For each 
practice circle the response which best indicates your s ^ 
.-usig "of the practice. / 

A = I do not use it 0 = I use it weekly 

B = I use it monthly ' D = I use it daily 



15 


jPupil participation in lesson planning 


A 


B 


C 


D 


16 


Pupil participation in-.c lass room teaching '"- — ' 


A 


B 


C 


D - 


17 


Having pupils work in small learning teams. . 


A 


B 


C 


D 


18 


Role playing (acting/.out situations) 


A 


B 


C 


D 


-i-9 


Use of games .to aid 'learning . , • ' 


■A 


B^-.C 


D 


20 


Pupil evaluation- cf, cT-assroom climate 


A B 


C 


D 


21 


Pupil participation in developing classroom rules 


A 


B 


C 


D 


22 


Involving pupils -iu community projects ^ 
Utilizing local citizens as resource personnel 


A 


B 


c 


D 


23 


A 


B 


C 


D 


24 


Pupils- as helpers 'or tutors of other pupils 


A 


B 


C 


•D. 


25 


Joint lesson planning with one or more teachers 


A 


B 


C 


D 
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QuesLioiis 26-43 



Surveys of school problems show a number of things reported 
by teachers as reduciui^ tlie e 1 f ec tivcness of the school. Belov7 
is a partial list of these problems • Circle (Yes) for those 
situations that constitute a problem in your .school . Circle 
(No) for those that do not constitute a problem in your school, 

26 There is too much teacher turnover 

27 The classes are too large for effective teaching 
.28 There 'are too many absences among students 

29 Pupils are not well fed and/or v;ell clothed 

30 The different races or ethnic groups don't get 
along together 

31 There are too many interruptions during class 
periods 

32 Teachers have too little freedom in such matters 
as textbook selection and curriculum 

33 Parents attempt to interfere with the school 

34 There Is too much competition for grades 

35 There is too much emphasis on athletics 

36 There should be a better mixture; the students 
are all too much of one type 

37 Too much time has to be spent on discipline 

38 The parents put too much pressure on the students 
for good grades 

39 The students aren't really interested in learning 

40 There is a lack of effective leadership from the 
school administration 

41 The parents don't take enough interest in their 
children's schoolwork 

42 The teachers don t seem to be able to v7ork v;ell 
together 

43 We have poor instructional equipment: Supplies, 
books, laboratory equipment, etc. 

Questions 44-51 

Please circle the response which best describes how you^ 
usually feel. 

A = Almost never true of me D = Often true of me 
B = Seldom true of me E = Almost always true 

C = Sometimes true of me of me 



Y 


N 


V 


w 
ti 


Y '■ 


N 


Y 


N 


Y 


N 


Y 


N 


Y 


M 


Y 


N 


Y 


N 


Y 


N 


Y 


M 


Y 


N 


Y 


N 


Y 


N 


Y 


N 


Y 


N 


Y 


N 


Y 


N 



193 



150.4 



44 I Ccel that my ideas are considered worthwhile by 





^ my supervisors 


A 


B 


C 


D 


E 


45 


I have a lot of influence with niy colleagues on 














educational matters 


A 


B 


C 


D 


E 


46 


I have confidence in myself even when people dis- 














agree xvith me 


A 


B 


C D 


E 


47 


I- find it difficult to interact v;ith others 


A 


B 


C 


D 


E 


48 


I seem to be the kind of person who has more bad 














luck than good luck 


A 


B 


C 


D 


E 


49 


I have trouble making up my mind about important 














decisions 


A 


B 


C 


D 


E 


50 


In my activities at school I am assertive and selC- 














reliant 


A 


B 


C 


D 


E 


51 


I don t take a position on something until I find 














out what my colleagues think 


A 


B 


C 


D 


E 



Questions 52-53 ' . 

Pl-ease circle the appropriate response: 

52 I am a A = Male B = Female A B 

53 Wliich best describes your level of formal education. 

A = no decree D = Master *s degree 

B = Bachelor's degree plus one year 

C = Master's degree/equivalent E = Doctor's degree 

A B C D E 



Questions 54-56 

Supply the indicated information 

What is your class size (average) 

How many hours are' you assigned to classroorii ^ 
instruction r »r week? 



Including this >jar, how many years of teaching 

experience do you have? 
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J CI MM n. HARKINS 

r « L n » nr NT 

JOHN N PETRun. D.P.M. 

E,OMUNO niOVANNElL.LI 

M A R Nt L A M A R N" 

LEONAF?D L. LO CASTRO. JR. 

DONALD A. LUNOEEN 

JAMCR D. MITCHELL 

ANTHONY E. NARDUCd. M.O. 

GERALD1NE ZURN 
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THE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE, PA. 

1511 PEACH STREET 



1 6 5 D ^ 



I C » < A q U P . H I L I N 5 K r 
f y H I N T t: N n F. N r uf s c m a u u s 



CATHf.Fi'lNE b=; Lf.FAIVEF? 
sr.cr? i: t Ar^v 



March 11, 1976 



Dear Parent: 

Thv purpose of this letter is both to inform you, and 
request your permission to have your child parnicipate 
in a special testing project. All 5th grade students 
in your child's school will be asked to participate. 
The tests were developed by the Pennsylvania Department 
of Education and are ynique in that their major emphasis 
is on attjLtudes possessed by children. 

WIIY 

The Erie School District .s conducting the special 
testing project in ordei - ascertain the effect, if 
any, of closing GarfieU oikI Longfellow schools. The 
resulting impact on the children of closing tnese 
schools along the re-assignment of children could pro- 
vide valuable information needed to improve the educa- 
tional setting. Three test which will be administered are 

1. Interest in schofl and lec~rning. 

2. Understanding others 

3. Self-esteem 

Brief Test Descriptions, 

rp2ST 1. .Interost in school and learning 

This test will measure both the child's attitude toward 
learning and the .school envircme c. The schools that 
pupils attend affect their sent and future lives. 



ERIC 
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Page 2 of - 3 
Sample Item V 

(a) How do you feel when you think how fairly 
children are treated in your, school. 

TEST 2. Understanding Others 

This test assesses the degree of under s tanding and 
appreciation of persons belonging to other social, 
cultural, and ethical groups. 

Sample Test Item 

(a) Someone smarter than you asks to play a game 
with you. 

TEST 3. Self-esteem 

This test will measure the level of understanding and 
personal satisfaction of children related to their 
aspirations 'and expectations. 

-. Sample Item - 

(a) I like to tie called on in class. 

These tests v/ill be administered to all the 5th grade 
children in your child's school starting Monday, March 29 
If you do not ivish to have your child participate in this 
special proj(?ct please complete the attached note and 
return it to the school. No names or personal identifi- 
cation of the cliildren will.,be required. 

, Copies of the above tes ts are aval 1 able for your inspect- 
ion and perusal at the school o,f f ice , 

Sincerely, 



Richard R. Ililinski 

Supe rintendent of Schools 



md/ 
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VI ff ffi t » nr -NJT 

f: o m n n r3 t . n i o v a n n l u l, i 

MARV M. LAN'iARY 

t.r. nrjAwo I., .n CA'oTF^a. jfv. 
nriKM.n a. lundhen 

.?AMf. F MITCHELL 

A N T M n N Y E . t.. r? □ u C C I . M . D 

CSERALDINE ZURN 



- ri I J N t,, til-.'.. J . 1 . 1 I , I 
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THE SCMOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF 'ERIE, PA. 

1511 PEACH STREET 



1 G 5 a I 



I M .\roD h n. i n s k i 
; I F»f: p.* I N T r, t J uc. r J r n r bc h □ DLr, 



t; AT H t. {-> I N t: 5i L L r A I V f. n? 
r. ra: n 1. 1 a , 



March 31, 1976 



Dear Parent (s) : - • 

t 

The purpose of this letter is to inform y^Sbu that the 
fifth grade children who attend Ilaniilton and Perry- school 
will not be part of the School District's Special Testing* 
Project. 

As you may recall on March 16, the School District 
notified by mail the parents of all fifth grade children 
that their child would be part of this Special Testing 
Project* You. may have received a letter telling you that 
your child would be. tested as part of this project. How- 
ever, the above two schools, are excluded from this- ^estiro 
project. 

On behalf of the School District, I would like to ex- 
press appreciation for your cooperation and apologies for 
any inconvenience the notification may have caused you. 

Sincerely yours , 



bmh 



ii-- 




Dr. Melvin E. Carney,^ 
Director of Learner Services 
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.lA-.'f a n. MITCH CLL 

COMONO T. GlUVANNCLLI 

JOHN CHARKINLa 

JOHN a. HOUTER 

MARV M. LAMARV 

JOHN rt. PETRUS. D.P.M.. 

JOHN A. REWERS. D.P.M. 
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THE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE, PA- 

1511 PEACH STREET 



IG5DI 



RIG HAH fJ K*. HtLINBKI 
bUJ'EMlNl ENOCNT Uf DCHOOLG 



CATHERINE S. LeFAIVER 
SECRETARY 



July 16, 1975 



ERIC 



Dr. M. Stank 

Bureau of Information Services 
Pennsylvania Department of Education 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 

- Dear Dr. Stank: 

.> We appreciate very much your and Frank Reardon's interest 

^and assistance in planning the evaluation design for the Erie city 
public schools. ^ 

Enclosed is the material you requested: 

1. District 74-75 standardized test results. 

2. E.E.S.A. desegregation proposal. 

3. Pupil Historical Master File Data. 

Should you need additional information or clarification, 
please call me or Dr. M. E. Carney at (814) 453-3661 Ext. 264. 



Sincerely, / 




Frank Sala, Coordinator . 
Data Services ^ 



FS:sr 
End. 
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DIRECTORS 
JOHN C. HARKINB 

PRCSIOCNT 
JOHN N. PETRUS, D.P.M. 

vice PRCBIOCNT 
CDMDNO T. aiDVANNELLI 
MARY M. LAMARY 

LEONARD I., Lo Castro, jr. 

OONALD A. LUNOEEN 
ANTHONY E. NARDUCCI» M.O. 
EOWARO J. SPARAQA 
OERALOINE 2URN 
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PHONE Bl 4. 45 3. 3 661 



THE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE, PA. 

1511 PEACH STREET 
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RICHARD R. HILINSKI 
SUPERINTENOENT OF SCHOOLS 



CATHERINE S. LeFAIVER 
SECRETARY 



.Dr. M. Stank , 
Bureau of Information Services 
Pennsylvania Department of Education 
Harrisburg, PA 

Dear Dr. Stank: 

Enclosed are the sample Profile sheets that will ^ be used 
in reporting the test scores for our desegregation evaluation project. 

a 

Achievement Test Scores 

The achievement test scores will be reported according to 
the format presented on the sample form marked "A". School scores 
will be reported accordingly: 

Description 

January 197 6 achievement 
score. 

The calculated expected 
score from January 1975 to 
May, 1976. 

The May, 1976 achievement 
test scores. 

The difference between the 
expected and the post test 
scores. 

Test scores will be reported on this form for your analysis 
of the population sample. 

Sincerely, 



Column 
Pre: 

K:;p : 
Post: 

/ 

Variana: 



Frank Sala 

FS/ab 
Enclosure 
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ACHIEVEMENT TEST EVALUATION^ FORM 
PRE VS POST TEST 
Grade Comparison Population Group 



V 
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EXCUSAL- FORM 

If you do not want your child tested please complete 
the bottom portion and return it to your school principal 
before March 29, 1976. 

TO THE PRINCIPAL: ^ . 

- ■ . SCHOOL 



I do not wish to have my child 



te.ke the special project 



tests • 



Signature of Parent 
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\ The final report for this study will be prepared by ithe ^ 
Pennsylvania Departnnent of Education aides,' Dr. Peggy Stank and 
fUr. Frank Reardono , Test score data is scheduled for their analysis 

I ; ^ . , . . ^ V . i , 

jbn or about August 15, 1976, 



i 
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The systems flow for the evaluation project is intended to 
present to the reader a . program network description of the project, 



\ 



i 



203 



PROGRAM NETWORK DESCRIPTION 



1 . START EVALUATION NEEDS * 

2. CONFER WITH P.D.E. CONSULTANTS 

3". • CONFER WITH- LOCAL ESSA DIRECTOR 

4. COMPLETE PRELIMINARY DESIGN OF EVALUATION ^ 
INSTRUMENT - 

5. ADMINISTRATION REVIEW OF PROPOSAL 

6. ESTABLISH GR. (2-5) TEST DATE 

, 7. SCHEDULE PTA, NAACP, PARENT MEETINGS 

8. IN-SERVICE REVIEW /^LL PRINCIPALS 

9. EXAMINE, COMPUTER REQUIREMENTS 

10. PREPARE TEACHER EVALUATION INSTRUMENT 

11. PREPARE COMPUTER RESOURCES 

12. MODIFY EVALUATION DESIGN :' 

13. ADMINISTER E.Q.A. GOAL I & II TESTS , 

14. ADMINISTER REVIEW 

15. PREPARE/DISTRIBUTE GR. (2-5) TESTS TO ALL SCHOOLS 

16. MAIL LETTERS/PERMISSION FORMS TO ALL GR. 5 PARENTS 

17. DISTRIBUTE TEApHER EVALUATIONS 

18. , KP/KV.E.Q.A. TEST SCORES ' , 

19. COLLECT, COMPLETED TESTS , . 

20. COLLECT TEACHER INSTRUMENT ' ' ' 
21 . COMPUTER PROCESS SCORES 

22. KP/KV GR. (2-5) SCORES - 

23. EVALUATE TEAC'HER INSTRUMENT 

24. REVIEV/ GR. (2-5) COMPuVer REPORTS. 

25. CavlPLETE PROCESSING . 

26. > EDIT REVIEW GR. (2-5) , ' 

27. PREPARE TEAQHER INSTRUMENT REPORT 

28. RE^vIEW-E.Q.A. COMPUTER REPORTS 

29. SUBMIT REPORTS TO P.D.E. 
30.. EDIT REVIEW E.Q.A.- * , 

31. FINAL REPORT oteNFERENCE' 

32. LOCAL INTERPERTATION & DISSEMINATION 
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SECTION III 
YEAR II PLAN 
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" DesegregatlCTi Planning"' for the 1976-77 school year, was in 
actuality, a peirt of the preparation of the Final Plan. The 
administration and the Board expressed concern that additional 
school closures could have a serious affect on the snnooth tran- 
sition of the Year I plan. The adnnlntstration therefore would 
explore the feasibility of additional school closures for Year II. 
These additional school closures would be consistent with the 
district's long range educational plan. Additional consideration for 
school closures are cited: 

1 , Declining pupil enroUnnent at Jones and Washington 
schools placed each school at 69% and 54% pupil 
capacity while operational costs increased 83% over 
the 1970 costs. . 
2o A general decline in child birth in the city. 

3. An accentuation of uneven distribution of population 
through outer city and inter city nntgratlon. This 
is especially true for the Jones and Washington 
attendance areas. 

4. The district's comnnltment to Its Long Rarige 
Educational Plan. 

Reconnnneridatlons for Year II Plan: 

The Year II desegregation Ran would be generally the 
same as the Year I Plan with the following exceptions i 
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1 • Additional School Closures 

1.1 Jones elennentary school 

1 .2 Washington elementary school 

The above two schools would be closed permanently and 
their corresponding attendance areas reassigned to the nearest 
elementary schools. 

2 , Vacating Wayne School 

For the Year I Plan, Wayne was organized to house 
grc.den 3-6* However, consistent with the Board's 
Long I'^ange Plan and the District's (4-4-4) organizational 
plan Wayne is scheduled during the 76-^77 school year 
to undergo a 2o2 million dollar renovation program. 
The City of Erie, Bureau of Health and Safety has 
ordered that during the period of renovations Wayne 
_. ..... .. school be vacated. - . 

Conceptionalizing the Plan 

1 . Closure of Jones School 

1 . 1 The closure of Jones school is consistent with the 
distrist*s Long Range Plan. 

1 .2 The present Jones attendance area will be divided 
between Burns school and Irving school. The Burns 
school attendance area will be expanded to include 
all of the Jones attendance area, while all Jones 
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grade 5 to 'Irving school. 

1.3 Since the . reassignsd students are within 1,5 miles of 
Burns, the students will walk to school. 

1 .4 Exceptions: 

• 1 The Jones area grade 5 students reassigned to 
the new Burns attendance area. These students 
^ will be transported to Irving school since Burns 
will house only (K-4) students. 

,2 Marshall Area Kindergarten \ 

The Marshall ar^a Seplember 1976 Kindergarten 
pupils ar$ assigned to P'^-irry School. This is 
consistent with the methodology of assigning 
Marshall area children for subsequent years. 
This assignment is discussed in Volume IV, 
page 40, (Maxi I). They will be assigned 
cyclically accordingly: 
MARSHALL AREm 'ASSIGNMENT 



SCHOOL 
TO A 1 I bND 


Grade Assignment 


1975-76 


1976-77 


1977-78 


JONES 


K 


Closed 


Closed 




HAMILTON 


(1-2) . 


(2-3) 


(3-4) 




PERRY 


(3-4) 


(K-4-5) 


(K-1-5) 




CLEVELAND 


5 


1 


2 





FIGURE 2 
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This assignment would not increase the district's trans- 
portation above the current 1975-76 levels since all Marshall area 
pupils we re ^transported, Clustering grade levels, as indicated by- 
Figure 2 will as^>ijre racial balance in the receiving schools for- 
the next three years. 

1.5 Jones area grade 5 

Starting in September 1975 the Jones area grade 5 
will become part of the Irving School expanded 
attendance area. This boundary change will involve 
the reassignment of 37 Jones area fifth grade pupils to 
Irving school. The racial composition of this gr^up 
is as follows, 33 white and 4 black . Since all these 
pupils live beyond 1 .5 miles from Irving school the\ 
will be transported at public expense, 
2. Closure of Washington School 

2e1 Consistent with the School District's Long Range Plan 

Washington school will be c)osed. 
2.2 The present Washington attendance area will be 
divided between Columbus school and Washington 
school. 

2o3 Since the reassigned students are within 1.5 miles of 
both Washington and Columbus the students will walk 
to school. 
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2.4 Exceptions 

.1 The Garfield area Kindergarten children will be 
, assigned according to the elementary school , for 
that particular tract and block. , 



VVASHINGTON ATTENDANCE AREA RE DISTRICTING 



% 
I 

tn 

c 

1i5 

O 



Penn Cent ral R, R. 



West 21 Street 



Washington School 
Attendance Area 



0) 

■I 

tn 



0) 

1 

u 



Pt^nn Cen tral R. R. 



To Columbus 



West 21 Street 



To Glenwood 



West 26th Street 



0) 

4-* 

cn 

s 

in 



FIGURE_3 
3, Vacating Wayne School 

The Year I Plan included Wayne school as a transition 
Middle School "grades (5-8) from an elementary school housing grades 
(3-6). This transition called for an extensive renovation and con- 
struction of the physical plant and facilities of Wayne School. The 
City of Erie, Department of Public Health and Safety In Issuing 
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the building permit ordered the building vacated of all 

students and other personnel during the period of renovations 

which is estimated to be from July 1, 1976 to August 1, 1977. 

Housing of the Wayne area 1976-77 pupil population will be 

effectuated^ and these pupil reassignments will continue to 

maintain the proper racial band for the schools Involved. The 

reassignment schedule is accordingly: 

TABLE- 16 • 
PUPIL DISTRIBUTION 
WAYNE ATTENDANCE AREA 



FROM- 



-TO 



1975-76 



1976-77 



1 • grade 3 Wayne 

2, grade 4 Wayne 

3, grade 5 Wayne 

5 Penn 

5 Edison 

5 Jones 

5 Burton area 

5 DjL^l area 

4, grade 6 ^^/'^wbiyne area 



grade 4 Edison 

grade 5 Edison 

grade 6 Grtdley 

grade 6 Grtdley 

grade 6 Grldl^ 

grade 6 Grldley 

grade 6 Roosevelt/Wllson 

grade 6 Roosevelt/Wllson 

grade 7 East 



Discussion of Pupil Distribution: 

1, Wayne area (1975-76) grade 3 and 4 

1,1 This group is assigned to Edison school. Since 
/all blocks, contiguous to the Wayne attendance 
area, are less than one and one half miles from 
Edison these pupils will walk to school. 



213 



1 .2 Pupils reassigned to Edison 



Grade (1975-76) 


VV 


B/O 


T 


3 


40 


8 


48 


4 / 


40 


10" 


50 


Total 


80 


18 


98 



1.3 Edison School projections and racial balance for 

%B 



Septennber 1976. 






Grade 


W- 


B/O 


T_ 


K 


85 


37 


122 


1 


59 


33 


92 


2 


32 


22 


54 


3 


20 


17 


37 


4 


70 


23 


93 


5 


70 


24 


94 


Spec . Ed . 


58 


17 


75 


Total (1-5) 


251 




370 


Total All 


394 


173 


567 



32.2 



Assignnnent of (75-76) grade 5 

2o1 This group is reassigned to a Middle School with the 
following considerations: 
• 1 Middle School pupil capacity-. 
.2 Availability of transportation and travel tinnoo 
.3 Racial balance. 

Since Gridley and Wilson Middle Schools both had 
annple pupil space and also required the least travel 
tinne fronn the Wayne area, these schcx>ls were 
selected to house these students. The additional pupils 
assigned to each school, Gridley and Wilson, would not 
craate a segregated school situation. 



craat 
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Figure 4 
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2.3 Pupils reassigned: 
School 

, 1 Gridley 



W B/O 1^ 



.2 



FROM Penn 35 5 

FROM Wayne ^ij\^e) 44 15 
FROM Edison 29 7 



Total 

Roosevelt 

FROM Burton/ 
Diehl 



Total 



.3 Wilson 



FROM Burton 
FROM Diehl 

Total 



108 27 

W_ B/O 

25 60 

25 60 



15 
20 



B/O 

10 
15 



35 25 



40 
59 
36 

835 

T 

85 
85 
T_ 

25 

35 

60 



2o4 School totals: 



. 1 Gridley 



(3RADE 


W 


B/O 


T 


% B/O 


6 


252 


74 


. 326 


22.7 


7 


128 


52 


180 


28.9 > 


8 


137 


36 , 


173 


20.8 


Total (6-8) 


517 


162 


679 


23.8 


Sp . Ed . 


0 


0 


0 




TOTAL ALL 


517 


162 


679 


23.8 
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.2 Roosevelt 



GRADE 


W 


B/O 


T 


% B/O 


6 


205 


72 


277 


25.6 


7 


185 


71 


256 


27.7 


8 . 


150 


64 


214 


29.9 


Total (6-8) 


540 


207 


747 


27.7 


Spec. Ed. 


15 


10 


25 




TOTAL ALL 


555 


217 


772 


28.1 



.3 ■ Wilson 



GRADE , 


W 


B/O 


T 


%B/0 


6 


207 


83 


290 


28.6 


7 


178 


46 


224 


20.5 


8 


226 


7t 


297 


23.9 


Total (6-8) 


611 


200 


811 


24.6 


Spec . Ed , 


25 


13 


38 




TOTAL ALL 


636 


213 


849 


25.1 
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School p9<^jecttons Year II 



/ 



The projecttons for Year II planning were prepared using 
the attendance areas described accordingly: 

1. Elementary: The Final. Plan, Volun)^ IV, Maxi I . ■ 

2. Middle Schools: The (4-4-4) Planl Volume II, Maxi 

3. Senior High Schools: The (4-4-4> Plan, Volume 



Maxi' Irf 





/ 



/ 



/ 



/ 



0 
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Racial band analysis for Year II. 

1.1 Elementary school band deviation 
%-B/O = 23c4 

Band deviation « + [(23.4) ^ (0.30) + 2.0] 
= .+ (7.02 + 2.0] = 9.02 

Low Bound - 14.3 High Bound =32.42 

1 .2 Elementary School Racial Band Grouping 



Below. 14.3 


N 14.3 -to 32 o4 


Above 32,4 


Irving 13 o9 


Burns(24o6) 
Cleveland (19.9) 
Columbus (18 c 9) 
Connell (15.2) 
Edison (32.2) 
Emerson (15.6) 
Glenwood '-19o9 
Hamilton 16.0 


Burton (43 o6) 
Diehl (36,2)/^ _ 




Harding— r 20.7 


* - - 




Jeffersion 26,2 






^ * McKinley 28^0 






Penn 20,6 






,Perry- — —14.0 





y 



1 .3 Middle School band deviation 

[ District (6-7-8) B/O = 23i5% 

„ ^ ^ . ^. . ^[23.5) X (0i30)] +2 ) / 

. Band deviation = + C ^ ^ ) ^ 

• - ^ = + 9.05 ^ 

LovAcBound = 14.4 High Bound = 325 

1 .4 Middle School Racial Band Grouping 

v219 

* .- 

ERIC 



1 . 





Below 15.4 


14.4 to 32.5 


Above 32.5 


NONE 


East 22.3 


NONE 




Gridley 23.9 






Memorial 18.0 






Roosevelt 27.7 






Wilson 24.7 





1,4 Senior High Schools 

Siood the A.V.T.So schools are open enrollment, 
in specialized vocational areas, these schools are 



exempt from the district's senior high racial band 
calculations. . 

District Senior High (9-12) B/0% = 23.1 

Band deviation = + ^^^S.l) x (0.30)] + 2 ^ 
+ 8^03 

Low bound = 14.17 Highbound = 32.0 

1.5 Senior High Racial Band Grouping.' 



1 \ .M.- 

Below 14.17 


14.17 to 32.0 


Above 32.0 


NONE 


Academy 
East 

Strong Vincent 


NONE 
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Final approval of the Year II Plan prepared by this writer 
under the direction of the Superintendent is expected at the June 
30, 1976-77 Budget adoption. 



221 



BUIlrTS {K-4) 


60 


30 


90 


54 


r 


7 ^* ' 




1 ^ 


^ ' 6 " 


BURTON (K~4^ 


50 


6 0 


1 1 0 


5E 










■ ' ' - ■ ' 1 ^ 


CLE VE JaAIVD ( ]■> 5 ^ 


120 


' ] 0 


130 


8f-' 


} ] 






: 


- 


COLUMBUS 


52 


10 


62 


54 






54 




::• .,5C 


COiri.ELL. 


130 


o 


13G 


82 




8S i 


88 


1 j 




DIEHL' 


64 


21 


85 














EDISON 


85 


37 


2 2 


59 




92 ■ 


3 2 


p - ■ .: 




~^ME.RSON 


90 


: 13 


103 


66 




" ""82"7 




11 


- ' ' 11 


. GLENTVOOD , 


i07 


..'4 , 




' -64 ■ 


- 23 


87 


49 


11 ^.0 


9 6C 


HAMILTON 


6.0 


0 


60 


4 3 






/l o 




. .6; 


HARDING 


60 


10 


70 


46- 


14 


60 ; 






' •-■ ^ 5E 


. IRVING 


70 


3 


73 


38 


9 


40 i 


39 




4£ 


JEFFERSON 


99 


17 


1 16 


69 


3h 


105 ; 


61 


20 


■•■^ 9 8-2 


■ JOI^S 






































LINCOLN 


75 


5' 


80 


■ 56 


13 


6 9.'i 


6 3 


2 0 -V-, 


'•'.5 6- 


MCKINLEY 


37 


i 10 

1 


4 7- 


42 


1 5 


1 

57 I 


49 




7: 3S 


PENN 


55 


1 B 


63 


38 


10 


4 8 ; 


■ 36 




i3 ' 5E 


PERRY 

v:ashington 

: VJAYNE 
OTHER SP. ED- 
TOTAL 

*CLEV. (Bi-L) 

..iliAr^iNQ (Bi-L> , 


107 


' 16 


123 


53 


1 


54 1 

! 


55 




1 . 3£ 




i 




1321 
0 


1 
1 
1 

26:: 

:i5 

112 


_ 33- 
17 
12 


964 301 

1 !1 C ] '^1 


J 
I 
1 

1 26 5 i 

zcs Bi- 

, i 


919 289 
-Lincual : r. *: 


2 24 1047 



I 
i 



.Y (K-5) SCHOOLS 











5 




s? 


ED . 








_ T_ | 




E 


rp 






'7' 


3 5 




^ 1 ! 
- . , 








5 


0 


5 


4 C 
. 




^-^ r-. i 

v"' ^ 








2 0 
! 


r 
J T 


?6 
5 2 


34 


o 


J } : 




8 




5 3 


14 


C' 7 


80 


6 


I 


76 


4? 


118 : 


] ] 


3 


14 


3 4 


2 0 




7 1 




104 • 








70 






70 




94 ■ 


5R 


1 7 


/ D 


49 


17 


66 1 


68 


10 


78 ^ 








49 


1 2 


61 i 


52 


11 • 


63^; 








— 1 ■~\ 


*/ 


S 'j ; 


44 


c 










*^ D 


1 Q 


*^ ■. 

" 1 


O 


Q 




1 / 




..: 1 


44 




4 9 ! 


115 




139 1 


6 




r» 
O 


60 

• CI 

49 

2S 


1 Q 


T q ; 


51 " 








6 


1 8 


17 
10 


i 

66 I 

1 

' 


54 : 
5 5 


n 


65 i 


a 




10 


25- 




2 8 j 


3 7 




36 ; 








5.2 










65 i 

i 


2 ^ 


5 


17 



•CLOSED 













60 


15 


7 5 


71 


n r C" 

'. . ? t . 


~ o n !• 


C: 1 

• ■ - r 1 


"22 "'.062 




70 
8 5 


313 
3S8 



tot; 


\L 


(1- 


5) 






TC 






...Jl— 




B 


T 


E 




v: 


B 


T 


202 




66 


26 8 


-^4 . 


6 


•267 


96 


563 


'2 38 




183 


^21 


4 J , 


6 


3 08 


Q 


557 


285 




71 


3 5o 


19. 


9- 


446 




5 38 


219 




51 


270 


]8. 


G 




, 3 




3 94 




71 


465 


15. 


2 


535 


82 


617 


240 




136 


376 


- 

36. 


2 


304 




4 61 


251 




119 


■ 370- 


32-. 


-9 . 


-3 94 


'173 


56 7 ■ 


3 24 




60 


3 84 


15. 


0 


4 14 




4 87 


265 




66 


3-31 


19. 


9 


372 


70 


442 


.219 




42 


26 1 


16. 


0 


2 7 Q 


- 3 


•~ ? ^ 1 


222 




70 


292 


20 . 


7 


n 0 C; 


^4 


383 


277 




45 


322 


13 . 


9 


353 


50 


403 


3 05 




108 


41 3 


26. 


2 




] 3 I 


547 


274 




76 




350 


21. 


0 


3 57,. 


83 




182 




7 1 


0 T 
^ J J 


2S. 


0 


2 ] c 




30C, 


173 




4 5 


218 


20. 


6 


22s 


■ -53 


281 j 


250 




41 


291 


14. 


0 


369 


62 


431 




















6 0 


15 ■ 


75 


4320 


J. 


321 


5641 


23. 


/. 


5884 


1653 


7537 1 


4 3 20 


1 


321 


564 


^ >j • 


/ 


5 944 


1668 


7612 

1 

.1 



223 



ERIC 



ERIC 















i 










6 










>- ■ 


•"I'l'yrr.T, 


FCJIOOL 


\v 


P -'c 












p / . 


£;ast (7-8) 


















Griciiey (6-^1 


'. ~> ^ 




-J ^. ' 






; ^ ■ 




-^7 1 


r^c r i P ] ( (*• — ?■ » 


157 


5 ( 








1' 




1 


n-rr:sc\'c:: t (6-S) • 


205 




^ 








150 ■ •: ■ 


" • • 3 2 


Iscr. ( ^■•-r ' 


207 


83 


pop: 







..." 




' "■ • ? 


TOTAL ' ( 6 ~S ) 


821 


285 


110- . 


c 


• 3 




;\ - ■ ' ■ ■ • 












' 








3__C] 






9 


i 




J. 0 






1 : 


c p. 7." -J .-?. t: 






T 




r. 


rp 






^icademy 


180 


70 


230 1 


16 9 ■ 


r-. -71 


2 5^j 


194 ' , 


1 1 


East 


200 


■ 70 


■^7 0 i 












S trc::c: Vincoi-it 


24 C 


4 0' 


2 GO ' 












T0T7\L 


6 20 


180 


'"''800 ! 


6 2 3. 


2 3 9 




•3 5'^ 3 : ^ 


/ ■ - -,.1;: 




















A . \^ T . s . 

— — — ' ■ 


















Tech-X (Green) 


298 


27 


325 ;■ 


0 


?7 


360 ; 


261 ^':"3 




Tech-Y (vrnite) • 


302 


2 5' 


327 \ 




?5 


3 3.0' i 




-'G'" ] 


T0T7\L 


60C 


52 


t 

652 j 


(?3 8 


5 2 


' ■ 1 
6 90 ■ 


59.P 


■ _ 


• 

. 1 






i 
t 






i 




^•KJjt 


SPECIAL PROGR-^.MS 



















Heme Tutor 




















Barber Satellite 






j 






i 






Erie Infant " 
Tlr-.-ct Satellite 






i 

! 












TOTAL 






1 

L 
























r. — 






224 














\ 





rr -iccv I on J 



( 


0' ! 


•■ 




T , 7 




. i 

1 


B 0 : 


_ - ^ > •= 








CO 


2 2 . 3 \ 






'02 


368 


q! 


2 . ^ : i 




517 




6 7 9 


5 • 


] s . r I 








• OC7 


^ ( 

^ I 


97 7 1 
•■'•■] 


1.5 10 ^5 


555 
■ 


':i 7 


772 


i' 


'^il . " : 




G 3 


y. 3 




0 






''b3v 


o 3 C- 





1 w 



TOTAL ALL 
B 



0 


704 


280 9o4 


^ • i 


21 


38 


59 


725 


318 


104 3 




*^ n C 


2"':' 100-' 






'■J 




7 38 


280 


10 1 8 






■> " 1 1 0 










1012 


ISO 


1192 






':^J 3168 




38 


4 


85 


2475 


778 


3 253 






















c ; 


He- 


101 i:^ss 


7.8 ^ 


" 51 




75 


1238 


125 


136 3 


_ 

5 


lp 13 




7 . 4 


34 ■ 


21 


55 


1247 


118 


13C5 








7 . ^ 


r- r. 
C' ' 




130 




24 3 


2728 




f-p T\ 7 -,T ' 


"■■ " - 










/ 




■ 


■ ■ 


97G 


ecru icns 


• 

6; the 




































B T 
















5 


8 


13 

- 
















25 


5 


30 
















1--8 


1. 


19 
















12 


1 


13 




L ■ 


t — — ' 




60 


15 


75 



ERIC 



225 



SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

Analysis of Constraints 
Community Acceptance 
Smoothness of the Plan 
Practitioner's Role 
( Recomm endations) 
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I In Erie, school officials were faced with the problem of 
implementing a desegregation plan with minimum busing,/ but it was 
not ' known, beyond speculation how the different segments of the 
community would react. For example, would the more affluent 
Jefforson, Lincoln, Glenwood groups in the community be receptive 
to receiving the Garfield children? Would the predominantly 
majority (ttttmte) Connell school be receptive to the Burton Area 
Minority children? Conversely would the predominantly minority 
(black) school be receptive to majority (white) Wayne attendance 
area children? 

These are only a few of the questions which exist (ed) and 
whose answers led to the implementation of a successful desegregation 
program in Erie, 

To provide precise answers to these questions wbcrld-regui re 
research to measure parent and pupil attitudes in regard to racial 
issues and the quality of education a parent had perceived as being 
available in the schools. However, this study is not available at 
the present time. A special committee of the United States Civil 
Rights Commission conducted a field survey of desegregation in 
Erie, :and their report will be ready in the fall of 1976. 

•In Erie, support for changing school boundaries to reassign 
as many students as possible as walkers was accepted as an 
alternative to busing generally and reverse busing specifically. 
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• 

Cqpnmunlty opposition to recommendations to Improve the racial 
Imbalance was localized around specific segments of the community. 

Inter-raclal contact In the predominantly majority (white) 
area of Roosevelt Junior High School has been In effect since 
September of 1972. Also Inter-raclal contact of the Marshall 
area (predominantly minority) with outer city majority schools has 
existed since September 1968. This contact has had some Impact 
on the community attitudes tcmiard desegregation measures. 

Communities such as Boston, Massachusetts; Pontlac, 
Michigan; and Louisville, Kentucky have found themselves polarized 
and divided over desegregation and busing. Perplexed by the 
emotionalism of busing Eri£ school officials sought and, up to this 
point, have found the answer to desegregation. The successful 
Implementation of the plan saw a single marcher walking the 
vicinity of Garfield school carrying a "don't close Garfield" 
-banner. 

To chronicle the concerns, the. Issues and responses of the 
Erie community to the Irpplementatlon o^ the district's Integration 
plan Is a very subjective and selective procdss. The Ente Community 
accepted the implementation without any community hostility or 
polarization as demonstrated In Boston, "Massachusetts; or Louis- 
ville, Kentucky. However the Issue In the Erie community, dating 
back to 1968, reached its crescendo In fall of 1970, when under. 
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a proposed plan some 3000 elementary pupils would have been 
busedo Following this, during the period 1971-1973, the district « 
developed the controversial (4-4-4) integration plan which was 
rejected by the CouK. The Court citing the Erie School District 
for contempt of Court, in August 1974, ordered the f=*ennsylvania 
Human Relations Commission (PHRC) to prepare a p'an which would 
desegregate the district's elementary schools. 

The Court rejected the PHRC's plan under which' 745 elemen- 
tary children would be bused and ordered the Erie School District to 
prepare a plan. This plan, modified by the Court, was - accepted 
and ordered implemented. 

The concerns generated by the community depended on the 
neighborhood affected and/or its demographic characteristics. 
Public meetings were held by the School Board and School Admin- 
istraticm, at which time the plan or components of the plan as it 
affected these neighborhoods were discussed. These were: 
,,, Garfield area 

At a meeting held at Garfield school ofn June 2, 1975 
the closing of Garfield School along with the reassign- 
ment of the Garfield area children vyas discussed, 
. - Present at this meeting were members of the 

administration, the supervisor of transportation, and \ 
this writer, 

( 
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j • • • Longfellow Area 

At a nneeting held at Longfellow, school on May 31, 1975 
the closing of Longfellow school along with the reassign- 
ment of the Longfelloyv area children was discussed. 
Present were mennbers of the Longfellow P.T.A., the 
administration, the supervisor of transportation, and 
this writero 
... Wayne area grades (K-1-2) 

At a meeting heldf^t Wayne school on June 8, 1975 
the reassignment of Wayne area Kindergarten children 
to Edison, and grades (1-2) to Burton were discussed. 
Present were members of the Wayne P.T.A., the 
administration, the supervisor of transportation and 
this writero ^ ^ 

The Garfield parents, through their P.T.A. argued that tl^eir 

I 

school should remain open. However, not all persons in attendance 
or in the clesignated area subscribed to the particular attitudes 
expressed or implied but some discussions resulted from the issues: 
1 . The parents expressed concern over the hot lunch 

program. . 

The parents were assured that there would not be any 

changes "nor diminution of the hot lunch program. 

All eligible children would be invited to participate. 
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The parents expressed concern that the first 'grade 

children would walk over 12 blocks to school;, further 

that not all streets were traffic controlled • 

The district's coordinator . of school traffic safety 

assured the parents that all safe routes would be 

identifl3d and crossinc) guards posted o 

% ■ 

Since att Garfield children would walk- to.thelr^ new* 
school assignments, the parents were encouraged to • 
- fornr^ car pools for transporting children, 

T!ie parents expressed concern regarding a child who 
became ill during school hours, 

^The parents were assured that a child who became" ill 
during school hotirs would vbe attended by a school 
nurse, and, if the situatiori'was such that the child be 
s.ent home, then: 

3;i The school nurse would phone the child'^ home 

and appraise the parents of the' sltuatlon^, 
3,2 The school district matron or school's guidance 
, counselor would, if transpoi tatioh was required^ 

transport: the child home, ' ^ 

Parents expressed concern that because *th^ a^itendance 
area changes were, confusing and that maps , although 
helpful, were not clear to them; Would- the School 
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District mail school assignment letters? 

The parents were assured by this writer that notification 

letters would be sent to tWa parents of all children 

» 

affected or reassigned by the desegregation plan. 
These letters'' would be mailed on or about August 15, 
1975, , . . ^ 

5o Parents expressed concern about bus pick-up points; :; 
The parents were assured by this writer and the 
transportation supervisor that the parents of all 
children requiring transportation would bf notifl^d' by 
'mail. . ' 

The notification letters would inctude information about 
pick-up time, pick-up locaition and return time. 

6. The parents expressed concern about the special 

, <- 

X prog rams in remedlp.1 reading, remedial math and 

counseling . * 

X 



The pa^^jts were assured by the Coordlnatpr of 
E.S.E.A, Title I and the Coordinator ^pf E.S'.A.A. 
that not only would these programs T^e contihued but - 
that services would be increased to the" beneficarles 
of these prbgrams, - - 

The smooth implementation of the desegregation plan > 
attributed to the careful planning and tmplementation. activities ^ 
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of this practicum Writer^ and administrative staff; public relations 
thrpugh the ♦ various media were coordinated timely and effectively 
through the District's Public Relations Staff. 
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In the development of the plan the court and the Pennsylvania 
Hxiinan Relations Commission imposed conditions and constraints which 
the framers of the final plan were to observe in the preparation of 
the plan. The constraints passed a formidable and complex task in 
design of the plan. 

The demographic computer model described in this writer's 
Maxi 1/ provided the capability to retrieve and to simulate pupil 
information according to tracts and blocks within the parameters of 
the prescribed constraints. School attendance areas- were configured^ 
simulated and examined with regards to the ^.''.egree of conformance 
with the constraints . ' 

The implementation of the plan require the re-examination of 
the constraints with the purpose of identifying variations^ if any^ 
from the proposed plan. A review of the constraints assisted in 
gaining"a better understanding and identifying instances of possible 
bias. For example ^ the flexibility of the model in adapting to a 
variety of goals and constraints with regards to the relative 
importance of limiting tra.vel time^ travel distance ^ numbers of 
students transported and numbers of students who walk^ makes it 
particularly useful in assisting district officials in the development 
and implementation of the desegregation plan. 
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«k ■ i 
This section presents to the reader an analysis of constraints used 

in preparing the jbtlan: /' 

/ 

In the process of developing the plan the Court set forth 

/ 

conditions that should be nnet in the preparation of the 

/ 

plan. These constraints are listed, , 
Constraint 1 

Not to reassign Kindergarten pupils to desegregate ,these 
oupils, but only to the extent that adjusted school attendance 
areas require it. 

This constraint was strictly adhered. The only changes in 
Kindergarten assignment was to effectuate reassignnnent^ 
caused by the closing of Longfellov> and Garfield schools • 

' These pupils are not used in the calculation of elennentary 

school racial bando* , 

Constraint 2 

Not to reassign any pupils in Special Education programs, 
except those in schools to be closed. 

This constraint was strictly adhered. Since both Long- 
fellow and Washington did not house Special Education 
pupils this constraint did not apply, further all of the 
district's Special Education Pupils are assigned to these 
schools which contain the program of learning according 
to the pupil's exceptionality. 
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Constraint 3 

To desegregate within the grade span of each school insofar 
as possible. This constraint was adhered to as far as 
possible. 

1 . Closed schools; 

Pupils reassigned from the closed Longfellow and 
Garfield were assigned according to contiguous tracts 
and blocks to form an expanded attendance ar^a for the 
reassignment o^ the pupils residing within th^uarea. 

2 o Marshall area pupils; 

The Marshall area pupils were clustered by grade 

level to form satellite attendance areas. 

Marshall School 
area Satellite 

Grade K Jones 

Grade 1-2 Hamilton 

Grade 3-4 Perry 

Grade 5 Cleveland 

The assignment of the satellite attendance area was determined 

according to the least number of minority students required 

to provide racial balance at. the majority school o 

Constraint 4 

To desegregate within the existing grade span of each school, 
in3ofer as possible. 

This constraint was adhered to with the exceptions noted. 
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1. Commencing with the September 1975 school 
year the district*s elementary schools changed 
fiX)m a (K-6) grade span organization to a (K-5) 
school organizationo This being a transition 
toward the Board^s adopted (4-4-4) grade organl- 
zation. Exceptions to this (K-5) plan are: 

1.1 Wayne school - 

Wayne school housed grades (3-6) from 
grades (K-6), Wayne for the 1975-76 school 
year is organized as an elementary school in 
transition to the Middle School (5-8), (4-4-4) 
concept. 

1 .2 Burton School 

Burton school housed grades (K-4) from 
grades (K-6), The (K-4) design for Bums, 
permitted the assignment of all the Burns 
area^grade 5 pupils to Irving and by this-^ 
action, movir ^ the least number of children, 
racially balanced In/ing school. 

Constraint 5 

To reassign all pupils who live in a block without regard 
to their race. 

This constraint was strictly adhered; an exception is noted 
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in the Marshall school satellite area where within that 

attendance area the new school assignnnent was effectuated 

v 

by assigning an entire grade o 
Constraint 6» 

To minimize the necessity of transportation to desegregate 
/ -by makiraggneassignm^ntp of ^upil3'v>livrtng iwithtn aDne-^anfl-ra '^uv 
half miles of a school o 

This constraint was strictly adhered. In conceptionalizing 

the plan the schools were clustered according to groups. To 

assure consistancy in the development of the plan and the 

assignment or reassignment of pupils, assignment .assumptions 

17 

were agreed upon, namely: 

1 o Students walk to school whenever it is possible, 

and if the school is within the permissable distance, 
students will be assigned ^to the nearest school out 
of balance. 



17 

Sala, op. cito, Maxi I. Vol. IV, p. 13. 
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School 
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2o If school A is within the maxim walking distance and 

school B is not, preference shaU be given to assigning 
students to school A provided the school capacity and 
the racial band measure permit. 

Assignment assumptions 1 and 2 as stated were used 
in the assignment/ reassignment of pupils o Further 
compliance with this constraint is observed by conn- 
parison of the pupils to be transported by the PHRC 
plan. The PHRC plan called* for ^the transportation 
of 745 pupils while with the district's plan only 345 
pupils were transported. 



Constraint 7. 



Not to reassign a pupil to walk across any streets with 
more than two lanes of traffic. 

This constraint was adhered to as far as possible. 

Traffic lanes in the city vary, some streets have two lanes 

of traffic, diverge to four lanes, and reconverge to two 
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lanes • The exceptions to this constraint were: - - 

1. Group I schools 

Liberty street - To provide safe access to this 
thoroughfare crossing guards were posted and safe 
route nnaps both to and fron". ochool were circulated 
to the 'Bur^slto Ifjving group transported. 

2 • Group II schools 

Marshall area pupils were not affected by this con- 
straint as" they were transported* 

3. Group III schools 

Burton - Connell - Wayne - Diehl 

This constraint did not^ have any effect on these 

schools since the reassigned pupils were transported* 

1) Burton to Connell 72 pupils 

2) Burton to Wayne 49 pupils 

4. Group- 'IV schools 

Garfield - Glenwood - Jefferson - Lincoln - McKinley 
Penn 

The group IV schools were affected by this conf tt^afnt: 

(1) Garfield area pupils assigned to G^envi'ood would 
cross State street 

(2) Garfield area pupils assigned to Lincoln would 
cross Rarade street. 
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(3) Garfield area Kindergarten pupils assigned to 
Washington would cross State street. 

(4) To provide safe access at the streets listed 
crossing guards were posted, safe route maps both 
to and from school were circulated. 

5. Group VI 

Balanced schools, Columbus, Diehl, Harding, Jones. 
Since these schools were not affocted by the plan, the 
constraint is not applicable. 



Constraint 8 

Not to trelnsport pupils for lengths of time or distance that 
risk their health or significantly impinge on their educational 
process. 

V The average transportation time for all pupils transported 
under the plan is 13.5 minutes while the msDctmum trans- 
portation time during the inclement winter weather was 20 
18 

minutes. This could vary additionally depending upon the 
severity of the weather. 

Constraint 9 

To transport pupils for no longer than (20) minutes from 
picf<-up to school. 



18 

Letter - Mr. Fiore Leone, Transportation Supervisor, Erie 
School District, Erie, Pa. 
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19 

This constraint was adhered. 
Constraint ;0 

To reassign blacks for transportation and wherever possible 
near a pick-up location that provides shelter. 

TO 

This writer, and the data services staff provided pupil 

scattergrann locator naaps of all pupils requiring trans- 

■•/"'. • ' 

. portation. The transportation supervisor and coordinator 

of safety determine the safe pick-up and discharge area. 

Constraint 1 1 

Not to cause a projected total enrollnaent in a school that v 
significantly exceeds the rated capacity of that school. 
This constraint was strictly adhered. The pupil enroll- 
nnent for each school was less than the rated capacity of 
the scriool. 
Constraint 12 

Not to reassign a child fronn a school that the Erie Board 
of Education has Decided to keep open to a school that the 
Board has decider.' snould be closed o 
This constraint v^cs 5r^^l"V'?v c'A"'heredo 



19 

IBID 10, Lettet- Mrc l^-o^ Leom 
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Description of this writers efforts: 

This writer was actively involved in the planning and pre- 
paration of the following implementation activities: 

1 . Coordinate all data services activities, data 

collection J processing, and distribution of reports 
f 

required to up date and place in its most .current 
^ ' posture the pupil data' base « 

\ 2, Coordinate and conduct a spring (1975) pupil census 
update in all the district's public and non-public 

\ schools. 

\ ■ 

\ 

3.\^ Coordinate the processing and preparation of elemen- 
tary pupil's achievement test scores as required by 
the Emergency School Aid Act (ESAA) pro'^osal. 
Coordinate the processing and preparation of 
statistics for the district's Elementary and Secondary 
Education Act (ESEA Title I).^ 

5. Coordinate the preparation and distribution of school 
attendance area maps, 

6, Coordinate the preparation of pupil scattergram locater 
maps for the district's transportation department, 

1 . Coordinate the identification of all pupils to be 
reassigned by the plan. 

7o1 Identify all pupils who will be. walkers to the 
new school assignment. 
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7.2 Identify all pupils who will be transported to 

their new school assignnnent. v 
Coordinate the preparation and distribution of parent 
notification letters of school assignnnent. 
Coordinate the preparation and distribution of pupil 
assignnnent lists to all of the district's public and 
non-public schools o 

Coordinate the evaluation design, data collection, and 
processing in all phases of the, 5th grade Educational 
GJuality Assessment Goal I and IV, 
Coordinate the district's fall achievennent test for 
grade (2-12). 

Coordinate the district's elementary (2-5) post 

standardized tests as required by the Emergency 

Schodl Aid Act (ESAA) evaluation. 

Coordinate the_preparation of the Year II Piano 

Attend/conduct inservice workshops with school prin- 

cipals, transportation department, parents, and 

teachers. 

Attend a three day desegregation workshop sponsored 
by the Elementary School Aid Act Committee. 
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The Court has ordered that by September 1977 Burton School 
shall be brought into racial balance, and that the racial band for . 
Burton School shall be the same as other elementary schools of 
the same grade spano 

This writer would like to characterize our dtllemaa as the ^, 
Erie School District cpnfronts the next stage of t^is ^desegrega^on ^ 
program. Some of the problems are centered around the district's 
renovations time table for converting elementary schOols-toJVtlddle 
Schools and the full (4-4-4) grade organization. The residential 
distribution of minority families (black) is based in large part on 
family income -and availability of public housing. 

The minority concentration in the Burton School area Is dute ^ 
to the large numbers of public housing available. School assignments 
based on schooj proximity will hot> according to the most recent 
census information available to this writer racially integrate . 
Burton. An analysis of these census statistics- shows a small rise 
in the minority (black) population for this area. The composition 
of this neighborhood's minority population may now have peaked. 
Admittedly the accomplishment of school desegregation for Burton 
School is extremely complex yet there are methods which pould 
effectuate a more favorable racial balance at Burton School. One 
such method is the Parental Freedom of Choice Concept. 
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This writer, with judgments ^iDased on the district's Parehtal 
Freedonn of Choice Survey (Maxi I, Volume 11), is of the opinion 
that such a concept offered in good faith could be eagerly accepted 
by a substantial number of minority parents from the Burton area 
and conversely by majority parents in corresponding majority areas. 
Some share the belief that it is a total upff^alistic objective to obtain 
eciual statistical balance in all schools having the same grade span, 
further that changing demographics in a comnpynity may require 
con^t^t changes in attendance areas. Precise mathematical ratios 
for sorfie schools may have to be waived and/or the percentage of 
deviation calculation changed to include in its calculation a density 
factor for both majority and minority pupils o 
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One of the most serious issues of the district's Year II 



planning for desegregation was the question of school closure. Con- 



sistent with the district* 



s long range plan, the extensive :^chool 



refurbishment schedule for conversion to t':\e 



(4-4-4) grade houstng. 



drganizatton, two schools Jones and Washington were schedulec' for 
closure. The planned closure of these schools along with the 
concommitant reassignment of pupils posed a formidable and complex 
task. The plan must have a common premise: and should include ways 
of improving the quality of service the system delivers, and or, 
maintaining the cur rent level of educational ser^vices. The Year 11 
Plan must also be prepared in accordance with the court ordered 



constraints observed in the preparation of the Final Plan. 
Thus the proposed school closure would require: 
1 • A factual base defining the demographic characteristics 
for both the Jones and Washington attendance area, and 
contiguous attendance areas, 
2, The partitioning of the respective attendance areas w>thin 



the framework of constraints used in the preparation of 



the Final Plan, 




3o 



Simulation of the factual, data according to partitioned 



and expanded attendance areas. 



/ 



4. 



Sets of possible alternatives for a prescribed course of 



action. 
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5. The preparation of a time and task sequence for actions 
to be taken: 

5.1 New attendance area maps and boundary description, 
5o2 Pupil assignment lists for all schoolso 

5.3 Pupil assignment notification letters to parents, 

5.4 Transportation analysis and safe walking roubles. 

5.5 School enrollment projections and racial band 
analysis 

During Jie four month period from March-June this writer and 
the data service's staff expended some 1200 manhours preparing for 
the closure of Jones and Washington, The Board of Education, on 
June 39, 1976 approved a zero mill teo< increase budget for the 
1976-77 school year* Thus the budgeted revenues for the school 

'year July 1, 1976 to July 1, 1977 would be at the same level as 
1975-76 revenues. This action ensured the closing, as planned, 

. of Jones and Washington Schools: The reader shou^ld know that the 
Board was split on the closure of the schools: . advocates of the 

closure argued that closure was necessary as part of tl^e long range 

^\ ^ • ■ 

plan, further operating funds to provide negotiated wage inc>^ases, 
increased maintenance and utility costs at each school required 
funds not available by the zero mill budget. Recent citations by 
the Bureau of Labor and Industry against each school, Jones and 
Washington , would require extensive work and capital. Those in 
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favor of retaining the schools open, at least for another school year, 
argued that operational and nnaintenance costs for each school are 
available under the zero mill budget. Further the school closures 
should also include planning for a central city elementary school. 

The legality of the June 30 zero mill resolution was question- 
able. The question was whether the Board had approved any tax 
rate at all. In accordance with the school district solicitor's advice 
a special meeting was held on July 9, 1976 in order' to clarify the 
zero mill tax issue. ; At this meeting the most vocal supporters of 
the zero mill tax increase argued for the retention of Jones and 
Washington while the advocates of closure argued the' need for a 
tax increase to provide for negotiated wage increases, increased 
utilities and maintenance costs. The Board of Education at this 
zero mill clarification meeting held July 9, 1976 voted to: 

1 • Rescind the zero-mill ta^ budget. 

2. Adopt a budget for the 1976-77 school year calling for 

a 2-1/^5 mill real estate tax increase. 
3e Adopted a $10.00 per capita occupational privilege tax 

(50% to be shared by the City of Erie). 
4. Scheduled a meeting for July 17, 1976 to establish 

priorities for the new budget. 
At the July 17 meeting the Board voted to retain open for 
another school year Jones and Washington* 

250 



• 193.4 

The Board's approval of the 2-1/2 mill tax rate increase 

•♦""A 
< » '''' 

and its resolution to retain Washington and Jones schools open for 
another school year would seriously affect the year II planning. At 
this writing the preparations to retain Washington and Jones schools 
open are nearing completion. 
These are: 

1 • Attendance Areas - 

The expanded attendance areas resulting from the 
proposed (and approved!) Washington and JOnes 
closure have been re-districted to be the same as 
1975-76. 
,2o Attendance Area Maps 

New attendance area: maps for (K-5) schools were 
re-called. 1975-76 maps/boundaries were circulated. 
3o Pupil Assignment 

3.1 Data processing of pupil assignments deleting 

new school assignments and re-assigning students 
according to the 1975-76 school boundaries o 
4. Projected pupil enrollments 

~4,-f PrefDa ration of pupil projections retailing Jones 
and Washi .gton schools open. 
The operational plan for the 1976-77 school year will be the 
same as -plan implemented for the 1975-76 school year. 
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7 


























8 








- 


















9 


























10 


























11 


























ESL 


















0 


14 - 


14 




TOT. 
1-6 


346 


24 


370 




298 


45 


343 


13.1 


264 




327 


15.9 


TOT. 
6-8 


























TOT. 
9-12 


























SE 


37 


12 


49 












42 


25 


' 67 




TOT. 
ALL 


479 


41 


520 


0 


394 


49 


443 




433 


99 


532 





COMMENTS i 



256 



ERIC 



197 

SEPT. 19 75 ENROLLMENT VS PRO POS ED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75 
GRADES: ic-5 



SCHOOL f COLUMBUS 



CAP. (1-6) 
K 



GR 


ENROLLMENT 
MAY 1975 


PROJECTED enrollment] 
SEPT. 1975 


1 

! . 


3NR0LL 


MENT 
. 197 






W 


B/0 


T 


%B 


W 


B/0 


T 


%B 


w 


, B 


T 


%B/« 


K 


33 


5 


38 




35 


5 


. -40 








44 




1 


38 


12 


50 




a5 


5 


40 




3fi 








2 


27 


9 


36 




41 


9 


50 




9.4 


11 


as 




3 


39 


7 


46 




34 ^ 


10 


44 




34 




40 




4 


25 


12 


37 




45 


7 


52 




37 


6 


43 


< 


5 


Sz 


8 


40 




30 


12 


42 




2» 


12- 


46 




6 


29 


7 


36 




















7 






V 





















8 
















• 










9 


























10 






















- 




11 


























12 


























TOT. 
1-6 


190 


'5S 






1R5 


43 


??fi 


18.8 


, 159 


41 


200 


1^.2 


TOT. 
6-8 


























TOT. 
q-12 


























SE 


21 


0 


21 












1 1? 


n 






TOT. 
ALL 


244 


60 


304 




220 


48 


268 , 




216 


47 


263 





COMMENTS : 



257 



. 19E 
SEPT. 19 75 ENROLLME NT VS PROPO S ED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75 



SCHOOL : CONNELL 



GRADES: K-5 



CAP. (1-6) 
K 



GR 


ENROLLMENT 
MAY 1975.-, 


PROJECTED ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 1975 


1 


ENROLLMENT 
?T. 10, 197 






W ■, 


B/0 


T 




V? 


B/b 


. T 


%B 


W 


B 


T 


%Bv9 


K 




0 








c 






136 


6 


142 




1 


on 
oU 


0 


oO 




00 


1 


92 




96 


7 


103 




2 


86 


0 


no 




OU 




°.v 




70 


Q 








72 


5 


77 






i 

......4 . 


...93. 




R4 




'■ nn 




4 


67 


5 


72 




. /I 


- 5 . 


7q 






c 

P— 


. , /u 




5 


69 


4 


73 




no 

98 




14d_ 




94 




1 90 




6 


74 


/f 

0 


on 
oU 




















7 












! 














8 


























9 


























10 


























11 


























12 


























TOT. 

1-6 


448. 


32 


480 




425 


65 


490 


13.3 


409 


62 


471 


14, 4 


TOT. 
6-8 
























. y 


TOT. 
9-12 


























-SE 


11 


3 


ii. 












11 


:^ ■ 






TOT. 

ALL 


608 


40 


648 




570 


70 


640 




556 


•71 


627 





\ 



COMMENTS ; 



ERIC 



258 



. SEPT. 19 75 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOS ED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/7 5 
SCHOOL: DIEHL 



GRADES; k-5 



CAP. (1-6) 
K 



GK 




ENROL] 
MAY ] 


jMENT 
.975 


PRO J 


ECTED ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 1975 




ENROLI 
P.Tr JLO 


.MENT 
, 1975 




W 


B/0 


T 


%B 


W 


B/0 


T 


%B' 


W 


B 


T 




K 


7i 


22 


93 




69 


16 


85 




67 


27 


94 




1 


48 


36 


84 


- 


50 


16 


86 




•50 


31 


^' fil , 




' 2 


44 


27 


71 




•'53 . 


26 


• 79 




41 


34 


75 




3 


41 




65 




47 


?,'? 


69 




36 ' 


23 






4 


34" 


25 


59 




41 


22 


63 




. 38 


24 


62 • 




5 


42 


25 


,67 




34 


22 


56 




32 


, 26 


58 




6 


- 36 






















- 


7 


























8 ; 










■ 
















9 


























10 


























11 




















* 


\ ' ■ 




12 


























TOT 

1-6 






404 ' 




225 


108 ' 




32.4 


197 


138 


335 




TOT. 
6-8 


























TOT. 
9-12 


























SE, 


























TOT. 

ALL 


316 


181 


497 




294 


124 


418 , 




264 


165 


429 





COMMENTS; 



ERIC 



259. 



. 200 



SEPT. 19 75 ENROLLMENT VS PRO POS ED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75 
SCHOOL : EDISON ' • ■ 



GRADES": K-5 



CAP. (1-6) 
K " 



GR 


ENROLI 
MAY ] 


jMENT 
.975 


n D /""i T 1 

•. 


ECTED ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 1975 




ENROLLMENT 
PT, 10. 1975 




W 


B/0 


- T 


%B 


w 


B/0' 


. T 


%B 




B 


T 


% B ^ -» 


K 


44 


28 


72 




75 


37 


112 




87 


42 


129 




1 


' 42 


19 


61 




79 


28 


107 




55 ' 




62 ' 




2 


25 


17 


42 




75 


' 21 


96 




41 


18 


59 




3 


35 


17 


46 




27 ' 


13 


40 




23 


17 


40 




4 


28 


6 


34 




-35 


' 9 


44 




. a2_ 


' 15 


47 




5 


35 


IQ 


45 




25 


5 


30 




29 


7 


' 36 




6 


35 


7 






















7 










1 — _ — . 














tfi— — 


8 
















- 










9 








^ 




d 














10 




■ 






















11 






1 
I 










■V- 










12 














■'i 












TOT. 
1-6 


■20(J 


71 


270- 




241 


76 


317 


24,0 


160 


84 


244 




TOT. 
6-8 


























TOT. 
9-12 


























SE. 


71 


20 


91 












59 


M 


73 




TOT. 

ALL 


315 


118 


433 




316 


113 


429_ 


> 


306 


KO' 


446 





COMMENTS ; 



260 



201 



SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75 



SCHOOL! F.MF.RSON 



GRADES: K-4 



CAP. (1-6) 
K 



GR 


ENROLLMENT 
MAY 1975 


PROJECTED 
SEPT. 


ENROLLMENT 
1975 


] 

SE 


ENROLLMENT " 
PT. 10. 197. 






W 


B/0 


T 


%B 


W 


B/0 


T 


%B 


W 


B 


T 


%B » 


K 


77 


4 


Q 1 

ol 




00 

77 








98 


1^ 


ftl 

X X X 




1 




0 






oZ 


ZD 






76 


xo 


89 




2 


45 


3 


A Ci 

48 




0 1 

ol 


lU 






72 


1 1 

XX 






' 3 


~48 




51 - 




59 


17— 


— 76 




c;7 


21 


78 




4 


52 


2 


54 








/O 






xo 


0^ 


1 


5 


49 


6 


55 




c 0 
So 


1 Q 

lo 


7A 
/O 








1 0 




'6 


45 


3 


48 




















7 


























8 


























9 










' ' ■■ . 
















10 


























11 


























12 


























TOT. 
1-6 


294 


17 


3U 




343 


93 


426 




337 


71 


408 




TOT. . 
6-8 


























TOT. 
9-12 


























SE 


















0 


0 


0 




TOT. 
ALL 


371 


21 


392 




442 


108 


1 5.^0_. 




435 


84 


519 





COMMENTS ; 



ERIC 



261 



SEPT. 1975 ENRO LLMENT VS FROPOS ED ELEMENTARY ENROLLME N TS 3/75 



SCHOOL ; GARFIELD 



GRADES ; K-5 



^AP. (1-6) 
K 



GR 


: ENROL! 
MAY ] 


iMENT / 
.975 


PROJECTED ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 1975 


1 

sp 


ENROLL 
PT. 10 


MENT 

. 1975 / 




W 


B/0 


T 


%B 


W 


B/0 


T 


%B 


w 


B 


T 


/ 

/■ 

%B, •» 


K 


14 


. 48 




















/ 

. / 


1 


20 




57 




■ / 














/ 

; 


2 


1 n 


0/ 


DO 


















1 


3 


"44 


26- 


















■ 




4 


17 


28 


45'- 




CL 


OSED 


SCH 


60L 


CLOS 


ED SC 


;hool 




5 


0 

y 


18 


27 










;-■ ■ 






- 




6 


9 


19 


0 0 




















7 


























8 
















I 












9 














1 














10 




























11 














1 






/ 






12 
















\ 












TOT. 
1-6 


88 


165 


253 








\ 












TOT. 
6-8 














r 

\ 












TOT. 
9-12 


























SE 




I 


L 










\ 










TOT . 1 
ALL 1 


|_102 


1 

I213 


315 










\ 











COMMENTS : 



ERIC 



262 



• ' 203 

SEPT. 19 75 ENROLLMENT VS PRO POS ED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75 



CAP. (1-6) 
K 



GR 


ENROLLMENT 
lAAY 1975 


PROJECTED ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 1975 


] 

. 


ENROLLMENT 
PT. 10. 197. 






W 


D/0 


T 


%B 


W 


B/0 


T 


%B 


w 


B , 


T 


%b;'» 


K 


76 


0 


76 




75 


0 


75 




90 


0 


90 




1 


54 


n 


54 




63 


16 


79 




48 


13 






2 




1 

1 


47 




62 


14 


76 




45* 


13 


58 




3 


53 


1 


54 






1 Q 

10 


79 
/ ^ 




45 


1 4 


lU 




4 


'^O 
07 


2 


41 




60 


18 


78 




54 


11 


65 


• 


5 


47 


1 

1 


4R 




42 


16 


58 




42 


17 


59 




6 




n 

u 


oy 




















7 












- 














8 


























9 


























10 


























11 


























■ 12 
























- 


TOT. 
1-6 


278 


5 


283 




286 


77 


363 


21.2 


234 


68 


302 




TOT. 
6-8 


























TOT. 
15-12. . 


























1 SE 


4 


0 


4 












0 


0 


0 




TOT. 

1 ALL 


358 


5 


363 




361 


77 


438 




324 


68 


392 





SCHOOL; GLEtWOOD X GRADES: K-5 



COMMENTS ; 



263 

o 

ERIC 



SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75 



SCHOOL I HAMILTON 



GRADES : 



K-5 



CAP. (1-6) 
K 



GR 


ENROLLMENT 
MAY 1975 


PROJECTED ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 1975 


1 


ENROLLMENT 
?T. 10. 1975 




W 


B/0 


T 


%B 


W 


B/0 


T 


%B 


w 


B 


T 


IBJ 


K 


66 


2 


68 




65 


3 


68 . 




M. 


n 


,, 63 




1 


49 


2 


51 


- 


56 


26 


82 




53, 


30 


.82 




2 


49 


5 


54 




56 




7.4 






., ]3- 


69 




3 


52 


4 


56 




fin 


5 






38 


' 1 - 


39 




4 


43 


5 


48 




52 


4 


57 




48 


' 0 


48 


• • 


5 


54 


1 


55 




44 


4 


48 




41 


0 


41 




6 


























7 


























8 


























9 


























10 


























11 


























12 


























iUl • 

1-6 


7Q7 


.2n. 






758 


57 


315 


18, 1 


236 


44 


..280 




TOT. 
6-8 


























TOT. 
'i-12 


























SE 


















0 


0 


0 




TOT. 

ALL 


358 


22 


380 




323 


60 


383 




299 


44 


343 


I 



- COMMENTS ; 

264 



ERIC 



SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOS ED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75 



SCHOOL: HARDING 



GRADES: K-5 



CAP. (1-6) 
K 



GR 


ENROLLMENT 
MAY 1975 


PROJECTED 
SEPT. 


ENROLLMENT 
1975 


I 


ENROLLMENT 
'T. 10. 197 






W 


B/0 


T 


%B 


W 


B/0 


T 


%B 


v?_ 


_B 


T 




K ' ' 


71 


7 


78 




70 


10 


80 




61 


15 


76 




1 


50 


11 


61 




50 


7 


57 




49 


9 


58 




2 


59 


22 


81 




56 


10 


66 




54 


9 


63 




3 


44 


19 


63 




67 


20 


87 




53 


22 


75 




4 


61 


10 


71 




58 


8 


66 




42 


10 


52 


- 


5 










67 


10 


77 




51 


12 


63 




6 


















- 


r 






7 


























8 
























- 


9 


























10 


























11 


























12 


























XUX • 

1-6 


214 


.A2 


.275 




.298.. 


55... 


353 


15.6 


249 


62 


311 




TOT. 
6-8 


























TOT. 
9-12 


























SE 


2Q 


_J 


22 






A 














TOT. 

ALL 


305 


77 


382 




368 


65 


433 






. 89 


412 





COMMENTS : 



ERIC 



265 



SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75 



SCHOOL • 



IRA'^NG 



GRADES ; 



K-5 



GR 



CAP. (1-6). 
K 



ENROLLMENT 
MAY 1975 



PROJECTED ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 1975 



ENROLLMENT 

_SEB3l^-4^T-^ry75^ 



W 



B/0 



%B 



W 



B/0 



%B 



W 



%B ' 



K 



64 



45 



71 



64 



71 



52 



47 



54 



75 



41 



78 



48 



44 



51 



52 



50 



44 



57 



46 



6_ 
5 



50 



47 



51 



54 



57 



52 



54- 



49 



56 



10 



11 



12 



TOT. 
1-6 



TOT. 
6-8 



SE 

, TOT ." 
I ALL 



50 



42 



2M- 



55 



47 



.22. 



77 



21 



98 



74 



19 



355 



39 



394 



J2. 



_aiQ. 



258 



J2 



332 



49 



381 



339 



93 



45 



378 



COIJ'IENTS : 



266 



ERIC 



207 

SEPT. 19 75 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOS ED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75 



SCHOOL; JEFFERSON GRADES ; K-5 



GR 


ENROLLMENT 

MAY 1975 


PROJECTED 
SEPT. 


ENROLLMENT 
1975 


] 


ENROLLMENT 
PT. 10. 1975 




W 


B/0 


T 


%3 


W 


B/0 


T 


%B 


w 


B 


T 


%B •» 


K 


101 


6 


107 




JOO 


4 


104 




105 


5 


110 




1 


76 


11 


87 




67 


25 


92 




66 


21 


R7 




2 


■57 


6 


63 




82 


22 


104 




69 


17 


86 




3 


'to 


0 


C 1 

o 1 




oz. 




7c: 




63 


0 1 


84 




4 


47 


\j 


52 








t 

LU— 




S6 


1 ^ 


.70 




5 


51 




57 


t 


58 


24 


82 




49 


18 


67 




6 






50 




















7 


























8 






















: j 


9 








t-— ■ 

! 


\ 
















10 






] 


i 








- 








11 






\ 


1 
















12 


* 




1 

! 

i 1 


















TOT. 
1-6 


316 


34 


360 


1 


307 






J.6.9 


3n3 


91 


394 , 




TOT. 
6-8 


























TOT. 
9-12 




















i 






SE 


11 


6 


17 












10 


5 


15 




TOT . 

ALL 


428 


56 


484 




407 


117 . 


1 524 ^ 




,-iL8. J 


101 


:-5]9 





COMMENTS t 



ERIC 



267 



208; 

1 

. • . .1 

SEPT. 19 75 ENROLLME NT VS PROPOS ED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75 



SCHQ0L4 -^NRS — grades": K-5 



GR 


ENROLLMENT 
MAY 1975 


PROJECTED 
SEPT. 


ENROLLMENT 
1975 


] 

SE 


SNROLLMENT 
PT. 10, 1975 




W 


B/0 


T i 


%B 


W 


B/0 


T 


%B 


W 


B 


T 




K 


Q Q 

00 


1 


60 




0 / 


zo 


UD _ 




53 


■ — 


79 
f 7 — 




1 


A n 
4U 


O 

Z 


42 




Zo 


A 
*r 


oz 




27 


— . — 5J — 


sn 




2 


18 


2 


'A^ 






I 


Z/ 




/ 


1 

1 






3 


32 




■V'-. 




• . . 




35 




IS 




21 




4 


22 


6 


28 




1 ou 


u 


Ou 




s^ 
00 




00 




5 


1 Q 


4 




r- - " 


ft 

\j 


31 




19 


5 


24 




6 


15 


.. 3 . 


. 18 


1 


















7 






1 




















8 






! i 


















9 
























10 






■ 




















11 


























12 


























TOT. 
1-6 




.. .23— 


169 




135 


26 


161 


16. 1 


12.S 


20 


145 




TOT. 
6-8 


























TOT. 
9-12 


















0 


0 


0 




se 


























TOT. 

ALL 




50 


229 




172 


54 


226_. 




178 


46 


224 





COMMENTS : 



268 



ERIC 



SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS--ESaP-OS £D-Eini:H"ENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75 



SCHOOL; T.TMrnT.N 



GRADES : 



CAP., (1-6), 
K 



1} ENROLLMENT 
It MAY 197 5 


PROJECTED ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 1975 


■■. I 


3NR0LLMENT 
?T. 10. .1975 




) ■ 


B/0 


T 


%B 


W 


B/0 


T 


%B 


W 


B 


T 


%B- J 


K 


130 


7 


137 




131 


9 


140 




, 72 


2 


. 74 




1 


52 


4 


56 




86 


23 


109 




67 


23 


90 




2 


51 


,n . 


62 . 




64 


22 


Rfi 




56 


17 


73 




3 


59 


4 


63 




65 


20 


85 




_60 


18 


7fi 




, 4 


49 


3 


52 




67 


15 


82 




54 


11 


65 


• 


5 


59 


8 


73 




















6 


























7 


























8 


























9 


























10 


























11 


























12 


























TOT. 
1-6 


335 


39L_ 


374 




338 


93 


431 


21.5 


284 


§2 


368 




TOT. 
6-8 


























TOT. 
9-12 


























SE 


3 


2 


5 












5 


2 


7 




TOT. 

ALL 


468 


48 . 


516 




469 


102 


571 




363 


86 


449 





COMMENTS : 



ERIC 



269 



C IV/ 



SEPT. 3 975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOS ED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75 



SCHOOL : 



McKTNT^ 



.GRADES; 



.K::5_ 



CAP. (1-6) 
K 



GR 


ENROLLMENT 
MAY 1975 


PROJECTED ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 1975 


] 


ENROLL 

P.TC,,,. ^0 


WENT 
. 19V5 




W 


B/0 


T 


%B 


W 


B/O 


T 


%B 


w 


B 


T 


%b;j 


K 


58 


13 


71 




50 


15 


65 


-- 


34 


12 


46 




1 


37 


10 


47 




45 


13 


58 




51 


13 


64 




2 


31 


6 


37 




44 


13 


57 




34 


14 


48 




3 


34 


10 


44 




34 


13 


47 




30 


12 • 


42 




4 


33 


12 


45 . 




41 


12 


53 




38 


9 


47 


• 


5* 


27 


9 


36 




36 


16 


52 


- 


37 


13 


50 




6 


22 


9 


31 




















7 


























8 


























9 


























10 


























11 


























12 


























TOT. 
1-6 


184 


56 


240 




200 


67 


267 


25. 1 


190 


61 


251 




TOT. 
6-8 


























TOT. 














/ 












SE 


















6 


0 


0 




TOT. 
ALL 


242 


69 


311 




250 


82 


332^ 




224 


73 


297 





COMI'lENTS ; 



270 



ERIC 



SEPT* i975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSED \. -lENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75 









CAP.' (1-6) 




SCHOOL : 


PENN 


GRADES: K-5 


K 









GR 


ENROLLMENT 
MAY 197 5 


PROJECTED ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 1975 


ENROLLMENT 
^ SEPT. 10. 1975 




W 


B/O 


T 


%B 


W 


B/O 


T 


%B 


W 


B 


T 


%B-'» 


K 


25 


2 


27 




51 


8 


59 




55 


R 


63 




1 


32 


3 


35 




53 


i.l 


64 




47 


16 


63 




2 


23 


2 


25 




56 


12 


68* 




44 


16 


60 




3 


25 




28 




21 


b 


27 




?,7 


4 


31 




4 


33 


5 


. 38 




34 


5 


39 




3f 


5 


39 


■ 


5 


32 


3 


35 




38 


9 


47 




35 


6 


41 




6 


20 


3 


23 




















7 


























8 
























•> 


9 


























10 


























11 






















/ 




12 


























lUl • 

1-6 


165 


19 


184 




202 


43 


245 


17.5 


187 


47 


234- 




TOT. 
6-8 


























TOT. 
9-12 


























SE 




















0 






TOT. 
ALL 


190 


21 


211 




253 


51 


304 


i 


.J 

' 242 


. 55 


297 





COMMENTS ; 



271 



SEPT. 19 75 ENR O LLMENT VS PRO POS ED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75 



212 



SCHOOL; PERRY 



GRADES i 



K-5 



CAP. (1-6), 
K 



GR 


\ ENROLLMENT 
\ MAY 1975 


PROJECTED ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 1975 


] 


3NR0LL 

'T, JO 


MENT 
. 1975 




W 


\D/0 


T 


%B 


W 


B/0 


T 


%B 


. w 


B , 


T . 




K 


100 


\: 


101 




90 


1 


91 




90 


0 


90 




1 1 




\o 


47 




44 


r 


45 




■ 59 


1 


60 




2 


50 


\ 

\ 


51 


> 


47 


... 0 


47 




46 


3 


49 




C3 . 


49 


\ 


51 ■ 




60 


25 


.85 




. 51 


28 


79 




4 


57 


A 


58 




62 


15 


77 




fifi 




7.q 


• 


. 5 


50 


3 


53 






n 


60 




ss 


n 






6 


60 


1 






















7 






\ ■ 
\ 




















8 






\ 




[ 
















9 


























lo 






1 
















■ 




11 


-- 




\ 




















12 






\ 




















X\J X m 

1-6 


313 


8 


321 ' 




273 ■ 


41 


314 


13. 1 


271 


45 . 


316 


14.2 


TOT. 
6-8 


























TOT. 
9-12 




























=; 


21 


\ 










14 


5 


' 19 




TOT. 
ALL 


435 


14 


449 




363 


42 


405 




375 


50 


425 





COMMENTS; 



272 



ERIC 



/ 



' ■ . ■ 213 

SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOS ED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/^75' 



SCHOOL t WASHINGTON 



GRADES: 



K-5 



CAP, (1-6) 
K 



GR 


\ ENROLLMENT 
• \mAY J'975 


PROJECTED ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 1975 


ENROLLMENT 
S -'T. 10. 1975 






W 


B/0 


T 


%B 


W 


B/0 


T 


%B 


W 


B 


T 


%B » 


K 


36 


11 


47 




42 


59 


101 




43 


45 


88 




1 


37 


15 


52 




24 


4 


28 




28 


5 • 


33 




2 


17 


19 


36 




27 


6 


33 




24 


4 


28 




3 


26 


16 


'42 




20 


. 5 


25 




12 


? 


1& 




4 


36 


25 


61 




17 


4 


21 




21 


5 


26 




5 


20 


24 


44 




30 


6 


36 




31 


3 


34 




6 


























7 


















• 








8 


























9 


























10 


























11 


























12 


























iUi • 

1-6 


165 


119 


284 




118 


25 


. 143 


17.4 


116 


20 


136 




TOT. 
6-8 
















\ 

- \- 










TOT. 
9-12 


























' SE 


















0 




n 




TOT. 

ALL 


201 


130 


331 




160 


84 


244 




159 


65 


224 





COMMENTS ; 



273 



ERIC 



SEPT. 19 75 ENROI .LMENf VS PRO POS ED- ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75 



SCHOOL! WAYNE 



GRADES: 3-6 



CAP. (1-6) 
K 



GR 


ENROLLMENT 
MaYM975 


PROJECTED ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 1975 


1 

. ?E 


ENROLLMENT 
PT. 10. 1975 




W 


B/0 


• ■ T ' 


%B ' 


W 


B/0 


T' 




w 


B .. 


T 


%B ' 


K 


61 . 


6 


67 




















1 


42 


11 


53 




















2 


53 




62 




















3 


45 


- ~ — ? 
7 


52 




47 


8 


55 




40 


6 






4 


45 


13 


58 




44 


7 


51 




42 


. 8- 


50 




5 « 


84 


67 


151 






31 


112 




69 


• 41 


110 




6 


61 


61 


122 






43 


204 




175 


59 


234 




7 














• 












8 














■ 












9 






• 




■ 








! 




' ; 




10 








■ 




/ ; , 




% 










11 














• 














• 
























TOi . 
1^6 


230 


'l^SL- 


498 




















TOT, 
6-8 


























TOT. 
9-12 


















4 








SE 


24 


27' 


51 




















TOT.' 
ALL . 


1 415 


201 


616 




33' 


89 


422 


t. 

21. 1 


326. 


U4 


440 





COMMENTS : 



ERIC 



274 



215 



SEPT. 197 ^NT^,UlF:^j:5__g^'^Pf^'^ ^'^ FLEMENTARY ENROLLME NTS.. 3/75. 



SCHOOL ! EAST 



GRADES: 7-8 



GR 



CAP.. (1-6) 
K 



ENROLLMENT 
[■lAY 197 5 



!i PR05':CTCEi ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 1975 



W 



B/0 



T 



%B 



133 



126 



24 



27 



10 



11 



■12 
TOT. 

1.-6 _ 

tOt. 

6-3V'. 
--i>. 

T0^[ 

SE 

TOT. 

ALL - 



259 



157 



153 



31 Q 



W 



B/0 



104 



25 



j 136 26 



240 



51 



%B 



129 



162 



ENROLLMENT 
SE PT. 10. 1975 



291 



17.5 



240 



51 



291 



17.5 



123 



145 



268 



268 



21 



48 



48 



150 



166 



%B •» 



316 



COMMENTS ; 



275 



SEPT 1_9 7_5_E NROLLMFMT VS PROPOS ED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/7 5 



216 



SCHOOL 


GRIDLEY 


•oRAD] 


ES : 6-8 


CAP. '(1- 

1 


^6) 

K\ 










i \ 


GR ' 


ENROLLMENT ' 
MAY .1975 


FROJECTED ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 1975 


■ 1 
SE 


SNROLLMENT 
PT.\lO, 1975 




■ 

W 


B/0 




%B 


W 


B/0 




%B 






T 


%B J 


K 


















\ 


\ 

\ 






1 






















\ 

\ 

\ " 




2 


















1 




\ 

\ . . . 




1 







■■_ — - 
















\ 




4 




















[ 






• 


5 








I 










J 




\ 




. 6 




33 


98 


131 


1 4b 


40 


^ bb 




1 r^R 




1 PR 


■ \ 


7 




O 1 


Q7 


128 


1 133 


36 


169 




1 39 


37 


176 




8 










1^ — 

i 155 


35 


190 




132 


33 


165 




9 










1 

i 
i 
















' 10 










. 
















11 




! 


















0 . 


1 ■ 

^ 


12 




> 


















/ 




TOT. 
1-6 
























1 


'TOT. 

6-8 ' 




64 


195 


259 


434 


1 

1 1 1 


545 


20.4 


,,.407 


1 19 


( 

RPR 


1 




TOT. 
9-12 


1 


























SE 


\ 


10 


7 


17 


















1 ■ 


TOT. 
ALL 




74 


202 


276 


434 


1 1 1 


545 J 


20.4 


407 


119 


526 







COMMENTS : 



ERIC 



276 



GRADES 



R-R 



'^^EI_l'^lLJ:Ijj£I'Iijg!^-y--?--^^"^°^ '^^ ELEMENTARY ENROLLME N TS 3/7 5 
SCHOOL; MFMORTAL 



CAP. (1-6) 
K 



GR 


ENROLLMENT 
lAAY 1975 1 


PROJECTED ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 1975 


I 

SE 


ENROLLMENT 
'T. 10, 1975 






w 


p, /n 


T 


%B 


W 


B/0 


T 


%B 


W 


B. 


T 


% B ■» 


K 


























1 


























2 


























3 . 






. 





















4 











: 
















5 


























6 










171 


37 


208' 




183 


36 


219 




7 


21 1 




41 


252 




• 1 yo 


OD 


O'^ 1 

! 




213 


39 


252 




8 


245 


35 


280 




1 


OO 


PR7 




228 


38 


266 




~ 9 










i 
















10 










f — 
















11 




• 








c 














12 


























TOT. 
1-6 


























TOT. 
6-8 


469 


63 


532 




615 


111 


726 


153 


: 624 




• 7.-^7 




TOT. 
9-12 


























SE 


27 


40 


67 




27 


40 


67 




57 


22. 






TOT. 

ALL 


496 


103 


599 












681 


145 


82C ' 



COMMENTS : 



ERIC 



277 



218 



SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOS ED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75 



SCHOOL- ROOSEVELT 



GRADES : 



6-8 



CAP. (1-6), 
, K ' 



GR 


ENROLLMENT. 
' MAY 1975 


PROvlECTI-D ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 1975 


SE 


ENROLLMENT 

'T. 10. 1975 . - 




W 


B/O 


T 


%B 




B/O 


T 


%B 




B 


T 


%B J 


K 














r 












1 


























2 


























3 




— 


' 






- -" 














4 




























5 
























t 


6 


















199 


68 


267 




7 


lb/ 


36 


^ wo 




1 48 


60 


208 




1 

154 


73 


227 




8 


61 


61 


265 




197 


44 


241 




181 


34 


215 




9 












- 














10 


























11 


























12 


























TOT. 
1-6 




, 97 






















TOT. 
6-8 


370 


468 




541 


174 


715 


24.3- 




175^ 


709 




TOT. 
9-12 


























SE 


12 


13 


25 




12 


13 


25 




. 15 


1 1 


26 




TOT. 
ALL 




1 10 


.49a 












549 


186 


735 





COMl^lENTS : 



ERIC 



278 



C 19 



SEPT^ 1 ^lLJ'!igIIlIil^Hl-y-g--P^'^^'^^ '"'^ ELEMENTARY ENROLLME N TS 3/7 5 



SCHOOL* WILSON 



GRADES : 



6-8 



CAP. (1-6) 
K 



GR 


. ■ ENROLLMENT 
MAY 197 5 


PROJECTCP ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 1975 


E 

SEI 


jNROLLJ 
>T. 10 


IV/I T? M 

, 1975 


— 7—y 




W 


B/0 


T 


%B 1 


W 


B/0 


T 


%B 


W 


B 


T 


%B 


k 


























1 
























_ 


2 












- 














3 










- } 
















4 




— 
















.. . . 






5 






■ 

1 




■ 










1 






6 


1 

\ 








208 


42 


250 




180 


47 


227 




7 


J- . ■ j 


55 


31 1 




! 250 


53 


303 




232 


59 


291 




8 


■» / 

238 


75 


313 




256 


57 


313 




258 


57 


315 




9 










1 
















10 












j 














11 


























12 


























TOT. 
1-6 


494 


1 30 


624 




714 


152 


866 


17.6 


670 


163 


833 




TOT. 
6-8 


























TOT, 


























9-12 

SE 


20 


10 


30 




20 


10 


30 




27 


12 


39 




TOT. 

ALL 


514 


140 


654 












697 


175 


872 1 















COt^MENTS ; 



279 



ERIC 



■ SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOS ED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75 



SCHOOL Y EAST 



GRADE?: 9-12 



CAP. (1-6). 
K 



• GR 


ENROLLMENT 
MAY IS 5 


PROJECTED ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 1975 


J 

SE 


ENROLLMENT 
PT. 10, 1975 




W 


13/0 


T 


%B 


'■I'i 


B/0 


T 




W 


B 


T 


%B ' 


K 


























■ 1 






















■> - 




2 


























3 




I 
i 




\ 1 

f 


. 










4 










i 

f. 


\ 










5 






i 
\ 


1 














6 






i 


■ 


; 




— — — 1 




1 








7 






— 




1 






^: 

V 










9 










t — 1 

! 

J 
















Q 


217 


96 


3-13 




1 

[_225 










1 1.'-^ 






10 


■<82 


48 


230 


^ 


i 

228 


104 


332 




196 


74 


270 




11 


1 158 




"1Q4 




194 


50 


244 




166 


42 


. 208 






! 184 


33 


217 




161 


37 


198 




V32 


27 


179 




' TOT. 

? 3.-6 






G 















u-i-^ 






TOT . 
6-8 
















A 




-i — 






TOT. 
9-12 










808 


286 


1 J94 


26.1 


736 


2'56 


992 




SE 


12 


3-^ 


15 






\ 

a 








1" — 

— k- 






TOT. 

ALL 


753 




9§S 








i 


74R 


260 


'1008 





COMMENTS : 



9 '''< J 
u --J 



ERIC 



SCHOOL : 



S EPT. 1 ^.lLJ:!^i2I.ljl^li!I-'^-g-'^P-Q^^'^ '^^ ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/7 5 

GRADES; g-ig 



VINCENT « 



CAP. (1-6) 
K 



GR 


ENROLLMENT 
. MAi^ 1975 


PROJECTED ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 1975 


t 

SEI 


.•LMlvULiLi 

^Tf 10 


, 1975 


... 

1 




1 

W 


B/n 


T 


%B 


1 


B/0 


T 


%D 


W 


D 


T . 


„ 


K 

























1 




• 






















2 
























- 


3 


























4 


























5 










i 
















6 






















^ — 




7 












... J 


1- 


i i 

' 1 — 






8 






• 




1 
















9 


310 


49 






1 2oe 


43 


329 


- 


£68 
306 


64 


332 




10 
1. 


258 


,44 


30? 




329 


47 


376 


J 


43 


349 




311 


29 


3.:. 




272 


45 


317 




233 


33 


. 266 




■ 12 


304 


25 


329 




329 


30 


o59 




298 


28 


326 




TOT 

1-6 


























TOT. 
6-8 


























TOT. 










1216 


165 


1381 


1 1 .9 


1 105 


168 


.1273 




9-12 ,, 
SE 


44 


13 


57 




15 


0 


15 




12 


0 


12 




TOT. 

ALL 


1227 


160 


1387 








1 




1 1 17 


168 


1285 





COMMENTS; 



X 



\ 



ERIC 



281 



SEPT. 197 5 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOS ED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75 
SCHOOL ; TECH GREEN (X) 



GRADES- 9-12 



CAP. (1-6) 
K 



GR 


ENROLI 
MAY ] 


.MENT 
.975 


PROJECTED ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 197i) 


] 

SE 


ENROLLMENT 
PT. 10, 1975 




W 


D/0 


T 


%B 


W 


B/0 


T 


%B 


W 


B 


.. T 


%B J 


K 


























1 


























2 


























3 




3 






















4 
























• • 


5 


























6 


























, , 

7 


<~ ■ ■ 








! 

J 
















8 










1 

! 

! 
1 
















9 


307 


10 


317 




! 

318 


16 


334 




346 


28 


374 




10 


357 


21 


378 




289 


9 


298 




291 


10 


301 




11 


336 


15 


351 




375 


20 


395 




316 


14 


.330 




. 12 


230 


8 


238 




336 


17 


353 






19 






TOT . 
1-6 


















1263 


71 


1307 




TOT. 

6-8 „ 


























TOT. 
9-12 










13 18 


62 


1380 


4.5 










SE 


42 


7 


49 




45 


.9 


54 




■ 6'~ 


24 


87 




TOT. 

ALL 


1272 


61 


1333 




1363 


71 


1434 




1326 


95 


1394 


1 



COMMENTS 



282 



SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOS ED ELEMENTARY ENROLLME N TS 3/75 
SCHOOL; TECH WHITE ■ L GRADES; 9-12 



CAP. (1-6) 
K 



COMMENTS : 



GR 


ENROLLMENT 
MAY 1975 


PROJECTED ENROLLMENT 
■ " SEPT. 1975 


1 

SE 


ENROLLMENT 
PT. 10. 1975 




W 


E/0 


T 


%B 


W 


B/0 


T 


%B 






T .. 


%B J 


K 


























1 


























2 




\ 






















3 


























4 








•■ 
















• 


5 


























6 


























. 7 




/ 






i 
















8 










i 












r 




9 


328 


20 


348 ■ 




293 


19 


312 




323 


18 






10 


282 


15 


297 




331 


t9 


350 




359 


28 


387 




11 


289 


17 


306 




285 


15 


300 




289 


17 


306 




12 


'277 


20 


297 




J, 296 


15 


31 1 






-IS. 






1 U 1 • 

1-6 


















1259 


79 


1338 




TOT. 
6-8 


























TOT. 
9-12 










1205 


68 


1273 


5.3 










SE 


36 


17 


53 




36 


20 






44 


18— 






TOT. 
ALL 


1212 


89 


1301 




1241 


88 


1329^ 




1303 


97 


1.400 





283 



ERIC 



SE PT. 1 Q.l^'^^l!:.LE!:EL_!^-j'-^"P°s ^P elementary enrollm ents 3/7 5. 



SCHOOL : ACADEMY 



GRADES 



9-12 



CAP, (1-6). 
K 



GR 


ENROLLMENT 
. MAY 197 5 


PROJECTED 
SEPT. 


ENROLLMENT 
1975 


I 

SEP 


:nrolli 

'T. 10 


^ENT 
. 1975 






W 


p /n 

u/ 'J 




%B 


W 


B/0 


T 


%B 




B 


T 


%B J 


K 


























1 


























2 

















• 










3 















. - 














4 


• 





^ 


















• 


5 






- 

( 
1 

1 










• 










6 






: — ' 





















7 


' 








1 
















8 










i 
















9 


1 82 


75 


257 


! 219 


OVJ 






•171 


Rn 






10 


1 80 


DO 


OAR 




184 


79 


263 




iOI 


70 ' 


271 




11 


199 


49 


248 




190 


68 


258 




IP 


51 


, 215 




12 


285 


57 


342 




207 


49 


256 




2Q5_ 








TOT. 
1-6 


















741 


246 


987 




TOT. 
6-8 


























TOT. 










800 


276 


1076 


25. 2_ 










_a-i2_ 

SE 


21 


28 


49 






25 


45 




Pf4_ 








TOT. 
ALL 


867 


277 


1144 












767 


289 


1056 





COMMENTS : 



ERIC 



28(4 
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SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOS ED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75 
SCHOOL ! HOMEBOUND 



GRADES: 



SE 



CAP. (1-6) 
K 





ENROLL 
MAY 1 


WENT 
975 


PROJECTED 
SEPT, 


ENROLLMENT 
1975 


I 

SE 


SNROLLMEl^IT 
=T. 10. 1975 




W 


B/O 


T 


%B 


W 


B/O 


T 




W 


B 


T 


%B J 


K 


























1 


























2 



























3 


■ 
















— . 








4 


























5 
















J 




— 




\ 


6 








/ 


















7 ., 










I 








1 ■ 




















— 














9 








! 




- ■ 














10 










- 
















11 


























12 


























TOT . 

1-6 


























TOT. 
6-8 


























TOT-. 


























9-12 

SE 


44 


8 


52 












...8— . 








TOT. 
ALL 


44 


1 e 


52 1 










8 


0 


8 





COMMEN.TS : 



V 



ERIC 



28 



/ 



226 



SEPT. 19 75 ENROLLME NT VS PROPOS ED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3775 
SCHOOL : RARRgR CENTER 



GRADES: 




GR 


ENROLL 
MAY 1 


MENT 
975 


PROJECTED 
SEPT. 


ENROLLMENT 
1975 


I 

5P 


3NR0LLMENT 
JT. 10. 1975 




W 


B/0 


T 


%B 


W 


B/0 


T 


%B 


w 


B 


T 


%B ' 


K 


























1 


r 
























?. 












\ 








. , / 






3 


























4 






_ 





















5 


























6 


























7 


























9 


























y 
























'.— ■ 


10 






> 




















11 












/ 














c 

12 / 


























TOT. 
1-6 
















* 










TOT. 
6-8 












/ 




- \, 










TOT. 


■ 














\ 










SE 


26 


1 .. 


27 












31 


5 


36 




TOT. 

ALL 


26 


■ 1 


27 


1 










31 




1 36 


/ 



COMMENTS : 



ERIC 



286 
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SEET. 1975 ENROLLMENT VS PROPOSE D ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75 
SCHOOL. MIDDLE 



GRADES 



5-8 



CAP. (1-6). 

K •' 



GR 


ENROLLMENT-' 
r^AY 197 5 


PROJECTED 
SEPT. 


ENROLLMENT 
1975 


■ ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 10, 1975 






B/O 






w • 


1 

B/O 


T 


%B 


W 


B 


T 


%B ' 


K 




















— . 






1 


























2 


























3 


- 




_ 
















• 




4 












Q 1 


Q 


S F 


,J3 




- 




5 


64 




87 


















• 


6 


.64 


10' 


74 . 




















7 


73 


17 


90 




















Q 

Q 


77 


14 


















? 

0 




9 




• 




^ ! 










- . 






■ p 


10 


■f 




4 




















11 


























12 


c 










f 














TOT. 
1-6 


-278 - 


64 - 






















TOT. 
6-8 


■9-4S - 








«/* 












TOT. 






















, ! 




9-12 

SE 


9 


8 


17 




. 'v. 






\ 


1 








TOT. 
ALL 


- 287 


72 


359 














I 







COMMENTS ; 



ERIC 



237 



■• ■ . • s • ■ 

■ — s 

SEPT. 1975 ENROLLMENT ,VS PROPOS ED. ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS 3/75 
SCHOOL.! COTTAGE ' 



.228 



GRADES : 



7-12 . / 



'CAP. (1-6) 
K 



L 



GR 


' ENROLLMENT 
/ MA'if 1975 


PROJECTED ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 1975 


1 


ENROLLMENT 
PT^ 10. 1975 




/ " w 


r 

D/0 


T 


%B 


w 


B/O' 


T 


%B 




B 


T 


%B * 


• K,./ 


I 
























/ 
















■> 


t 




















■ . - " 








• 


































' .4 

/ 








1 1 

1 'i 
















' 'I — 


5 








H— 


















6 








< 







DSED 













7 


3 


r 


3 














/ 






8 


5 


3 


8 























4 


4 ■ 


8 




















10 


6 


1 


7 


















if 


11 


8 


3 


1 1 




















12 


4 ■ 


1 


5 




















TOT . 

,1-6 


























T-OT, 
6-8 


























TOT. 
,9-12 


























SE 


























j TOT . 


12-, 


30 


42 . 


— ; 












1 







'COMMENTS : 



288 



229 



5-::?T. 19.7 5 !:!^i21'L!lEliT.,y_g..?F:0P0S ED elementary enrollments 3/75 

SCHOO.:. -.J^i^iF TMPANTF^ HOM E GRADES : 



CAP. (1-6) 
K 



GR 


i 

i 


F^.**'*"1i:nrollment 

MAY 197 5 


PROJECTED 
SEPT. 


ENROLLMENT 
1975 


I 

SE 


CNROliL 
'T. 10 


MENT 
. 1975 






T 


%B 


W ' 


B/O 


T 


%B 


. w 


B 


T 


%B ' 


K 


























1 


— 4 

1 

i 


! ; 






















2 


n \ 1 

s ■ 

: i 1 






















3 


























4 






, 



















5 


























6 . 



























7 










! 
















B 




\ \ 






\ — - 

u 1 
















9 




\ \ 






1 
















10 




























1 






















11 


-i r - 


















■ 




12 




: ; 

1 1 
i« ; 






















TOT. 
1-6 


ii i 


« 

i 




















TOT, 
6-8 




} 

i ' 


i 




















TOT, 




i i 






















SE 


X . * — 

' j 

♦ 1 f cH 


19 












-2 






'tot.. 

ALL 


1 1 




19 








1 




17 


2 


19 





COMMENTS: 



ERIC 



289 



MIDDLE SCHOOLS 



GRIDLKY: 



Grade 6 W 

Harding - 49 

Emerson - — - — ,61 

Bums (Irving) -r 16 

Jones — ' 18 

Penn 35 

Wa^me (Pure) 44 

Edison - - _29 

TOTAL ' 252 

GRIDLEY: 

W 

Grade 6 ^ 252 

Grade 7 128 

Grade 8 137 

TOTAL 517 

MEMORIAL: 

Grade 6 W 

Washington 28 

Marshall • 2 

Irving 8 

Jefferson ^ 27 

Perry 27 

Cleveland . 15 

Glenvood 43 

Columbus 7 

TOTAL 157 

>fEMORI^L ; 

W 

Grade 6 157 

Grade 7 209 

Grade 8 . 220 

TOTAL (6-8) 586 

SPECIAL EDUCATION _59 

TOT.\L 645 



290 



ROOSEVELT: 



Grade 6 

Hamilton 

Columbus 

Irving ----- 

Ferry 

Cleveland 

Roosevelt I ----f. 

TOTAL 

ROOSHVELT ; 

Grade 6 
Grade 7 
Grade 8 

TOtXl (6-8) 
■ SPECIAL EDUCATION 
TCTAL 



'.W B T 

42 0 42 

15 7 22 

55 3 58 

28 0 28 

40 _2 42 

180 12 192 

25 60 85 

205 72 277 



W B T 

205 72 277 

185 71 • 256 

150 _64 214 

540 207 747 

_15 10 25 

555 217 772 



WILSON: 



Gra de 6 , W B T 

Connell 7o ""5 7^5 

Lincoln 45 13 53 

McKinley 37 17 54 

Marshall l 5 . .5 

Jefferson 19 is 37 

C^iehl 20 15. 35 

Burton _15 lO 25 

TOTAL 207 83 290 



i;^iLSON: 



W B T 

Grade 6 207 / 83 290 

Grade 7 178 ^ 46 224 

Gr.?de 8 226 _71 297 

TOTAL (6-8) 611 200 811 

SPECIAL EDUCATION ^ : _13 33. 

TOTAL 636 213 849 



EAST:- 



W B T 

Grade 7 173 57 230 

Grade 8 113 25 138 

TOTAL 286 82 368 



291 



SENIOR HIGH SCHOOLS 



i 



ACADEMY ; 

Grade 9 

Grade 10 

Grade 11 

Grade 12 

TOTAL (9-12) 
SPECIAL EDUCATION 
TOTAL 

EAST : 

Grade S 

Grade 10 

Grade 11 

Grade 12 

TOTAL (9-12) 
SPECIAL EDUCATION 
TOTAL 

STP,ONG VINCENT : 

Grade 9 
Grade 10 
Grade 11 
Grade 12 

. TOTAL (9-12) 

SPECIAL EDUCATION 

TOTAL 

TECH-Y qffllTE) : 

Grade 9 

Grade 10 

Grade 11 

Grade 12 

TOTAL (9-12) 
SPECIAL EDUCATION 
TOTAL 

TECH-X (GREEN) : 

Grade 9 

Grade 10 
-Grade 11 

Grade 12 

TOTAL (9-12) 
SPECIAL EDUCATION 
TOTAL 



W B 

180 70 250 

169 83 252 
194 78 272 

161 49 210 , 

704 280 984 28,4% 

_21 _38 59 

725 318 1043 30.5% 

W B I 

200 70 270 

196 98 294 

170 63 233 

162 45 207 

728 276 lOa'* 27.5% 

10 4 14 

738 ' 280 1018 

W ' B ^ I 

240 40 280 

258 58 316 

288 42 330 

219 35 254 

1005 175 1180 14.8% 

7 _5 12 

1012 180 1192 15.1% 

w ^ ' 1 

302 5 327 

305 25 330 

337 31 368 

269 16 285 

1213 97 1310 7.47. 

34 21 55 

1247 118 1365 

298 27 . 325 

333 27 ' 360 

261 22 283 

295 25 320 

1187 101 1288 7.87. 

51 24 71) 

1238 125 , 1363 

0 
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SECTION 2 
CURRENT (75-76) ENROLLMENTS 
vs 

J^ROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS. 9/76 



293 



233 



MIDDLE SCHOOL PROJECTIONS 
1975-76 SCHOOL YEAR 



\ 

\ 

\ 


w 


6 
3/0 


T 


W 


6 
B/O 


T 


, W 


8 
3/0 


T 


W 


T 
B/O 


T 


^/O 




\ 






104 


25 


129 


1 36 


26 


162 


240 


51 


291 


17.5 


\ 

3RIDLEY (6-7-8) 




. 40 


186 


taa 


36 


169 


155 


3S 


190 


434 


111 


545 


20.4 


VlEMORlAL (6-7-8) 


171 


3T 


n208 


195" 


36 


231 


249 


38 


287 


615 


1 11 


726 


16.3 


pOOSEVELT (6-7-8) 


196 


70 


26^^ 


148 

^\ 

250 


60 


208 


197 


44 


241 


541 


174 


715 


24.3 


j/VILSON (6-7-8) 


208 


42 


250 


53 


303 


256 


57 


313 


714 


152 


866 


17.6 


1 

f,VAYNE (6) 


158 


41 


199 














158 


41 


199 


20.6 


j.. , ... 


879 


230 


11 09 


830 


210 


1040 1 


1 993 


200 


1193 


2702 


640 


3342 


19.2 



StACIAL BAND SUMMARY 

(6-7-8) Black % = 19.2 Racial Band = 11.4 to 26.9 

Low =4-^9.2= ^^1C5*^;8-+ 2.0) High = 19.2 + (5.8 + 2.0) 

= 11.4 = 26.9 

All Middle Schools grades (6-7-8) will be racially balanced. 
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THE S C HOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE. -PA 
CURRENT 05^76) VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS (9/%) 



234 



PRESENT K-4 
GRADES : PROPOSED k-4 





] ENROLLMENT 
f FEB. 1976 


PROJECTED ENROU^NT 
SEPT. 1976 




1 


If j 

„ „ . . B 




7oB , 


w 1 


B 


T 






w 


B 


T 




K 


! ■ ■ 

I 34 ; 21 


55 




\ 30 


20 


50 














1 


\ 34 ; 1 1 


45 




\24 


15 


39 






54 


25 


79 




2 


i 27 ! 8 


35 




32 


1 1 


43 






54 


17 


71 






4 : 

13 3 


21 




; 24 


7 


31 




• 


59 


8 


67 




] 

0. ' 


1 1 

j 32 1 7 


39 




13 


10 


23 






35 


16 


51 




i i 

i i 


















































TOTAL 1 


1 "1 

1 105 1 34 


140 


24.3 


93 


43 


136 


31 .e 




202 


66 


268 


24,6 


i 

SE j. 




0 




5 


0 


5 






5 


0 


5 




TOTAL 1 
ALL ! 


1 145 [ 55 


200 




128 


63 


191 






267 


96 


363 





ADJu&rmms from jones 



ERIC 





MOVE CUT 1 




TOTAL CHANGE OR -) 


9/75 5 


I — 


W 


B 


T 


W 


B 


T 


K 1 30 1 10 


40 








30 


10 


40 


1 1 30 j 10 


40 








30 


10 


40 


t — r- 

2 \ 1 ^ 


28 








22 


6 


28 


3 1 35 1 1 


36 








35 ■ 


1 


36 


4 22 j 6 


28 








22 


6 


28 


r 
















\ i 

—L^ 

















295 



THE SC HOOL DISTRICT OE THE "CITY OF ERife. PA 
CURRENT 05~'7^6) VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROUMENTS (9/7&) 

! 

PRESENT K-4 [ 
SCHOOL! BURTON GRADES: PROPOSED . k-4 • 



GR . 


ENROLLMENT 
FEB. 1976 


PROJECTED ENROUWENT 
SEPT. 1976 




f 




W 


B 






W , 


B 


T 


7.B 




w 


B 


T 




K 


54 


63 


117 






§Q 


11Q 










-HQ 




1 


„ 73 


,..4e„ 


121 




58 


45 


103 








,.l45. 


103 




2 


76 


47 


123 


/ 


69 


45 


1 15 






69 


45 


1 14 




3 


44 


• 51 


95 




71 


44 • 


1 15 






71 


44 


115 




J 4 


58 


48 


106 




40 


49 


89 






40 


.49 


89 




5 




























6 




























TOTAL 
1-4 


251 


194 


445 


43.6 


'23F, 


183 


421 


43.6 




.238 


183 


421 


43.6 


SE 


8 


9 


17 




20 


6 


26 






20 




26 




TOTAJ. 
ALL 


313 




579 


r' 




249 


557 






308 


250 


557 





CONTINUE 1975-76 GRADE 1 and 2 FROM WAYNE 



ADJUSTMENTS 



9/75 
GR 


MOVE IN (+,) 


MOVE OUT ( 


:-) 


TOTAL CHANGE (+ OR -) 


w 


B 




W 


B 


T 


W 


B 


T 


K 




















1 




















2 




















3 






• 














4 




















5 




















6 
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ERIC 



• THE SC HOOL. D ISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE. EA 
CURRENT 05^6) VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS (9/76) 



SCHOOL: 



CLEVELAND 



PRESEI^T , K-4 

GRADES : PROPOSED . K-4 



236 



GR / 


ENROLLMENT . 
FEB. 1976 




PROJECTED ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 1976 












V7 


B 


. T 








B 


T 








B 


T 




K 


129 


11 


140 






120 


10 


130 








io 






1 ^ 


60 


8 


68 






79 


1 1 


89 






88 


31 


119 




1 2 


54 


7 


61 






58 


8 


66 






58 


8 


66 




3 


62 


9 


71 






51 


6 


57 






^■'■51 


6 


57 




\ 


45 


3 


48 






43 


9 


52 






43 




52 


. 


5 


45 


15 


60 






43 


2 


45 






43. 


2 


45 




3i- Ling 


2 


15 


17 






2 


15 


17 






2 


15 


17 




TOTAL 
1-5 


268 


57 


325 


•17.5 




275 


51 


326 


15.6 




285 


71 


356 


19.9 


.; se-' 


41 


11 


52 






41 


1 1 


52 






41 


1 1 


52 




TOTAL 
ALL 


438 


79 


517 






436 


72 


508 






446 


92 


538 





9/75 

GR 


MO^^ IN 


MOVE OUT ^ 




TOTAL CHANGE (+ OR -) 


w 


B 




W 


• B 


♦ 

T 


W 


B 


T 


k' 


• 


















1 


10 


,20 ' 


30 








10-' 


20 


30 


" 2 








/ 












3 




















4 








\ 












5 




















6 






















ERIC 



s \ 
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• THE SC HOOL' D ISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE; PA - 
CURRENT a5~"76) VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS (9/76) 



SCHOOL: C'OLUMeuS 



PRESENT K-5 



GRADES': PROPOSEP ^-^K-S 
/ 



GR ^ , 


ENROLLMENT 
FEB . 1976 


PROJECTED ' ENROUMENT 
SEPT. 1976 / 










B 


' T 




,.w. 


B 


T 


%B 




w 


B 


T 




t 


38 


7 


45 




34 


8 


42 






52 


• 10 


62 




1 


36 


8 


44 




34 


7- 


41 






54 


10 


64 




2^ 


26 


11 


37 




34 


8 


1 

42 


r 




54 


12 


66 




3 


29 


6 


35 




2'3 


10 


33. 






■ 38 


12 


50 




4 


?4 


6 


40 




27 


6 


33 






34 


9 


43 




, 5 


29' 


14 


43 




32 


-5 _ 


37 


Q 




, 39. 


8 


47 




6 ' 




























TOTAL 
1-5 


154 


45 


1Q0 


23.7 


150 


36 


186 


14,3 




219 


51 


270 


18.9 


SE 


20 


0 \ 


'^^20 




20 


0 


20 






53 


14 


67 




TOTAL 
ALL 


212 


52 


264 




204 


44 


248 






324 


75 


399 





ADD WAYNE SPEC, ED, W=38 

Eft»14 



1 — 

.9/75 
GR 


MOVE IN (+) 


MOVE OUT ( 




TOTAL CHANGE (+ OR -) 


w 


B 






B 




. w 


B 


T 


, K 


. 1? 


0 


20 








18 


2 


20 


1 


20 


? 


23 








20 


3 


23 


2 


20 


4 


24 




1 




20 


4 


24 


■3 


15 


2 


17 „ 








15 


2 


17 


4 


7 


3 


10 








7 


3 


10 


5 


7 


3 


10 








7 


3 


10 


6 








■— 













ERIC 
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THE S C HOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF EKlzS^A^ 'x 
CURRENT. (75 -76) VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS (9/75) 



• SCHOOL ; CONNJELL 



PRESENT 



K-5 



GRADES : PROPOSED k-5 



238- 



1 



s 

. GR 


ENROLLMENT 
FEB. 1976 


PROJECTED ENROLLMENT . 
SEPT. 1976 








W 


B 


T 


7oB , 


w". , 


B 


T 


7.B 




. w 


B 


T 






134 . 


7 


' 141 




130 


-8 


13S 






ifio 


S. 






.1 


■K 


11 


102 




?2 




■ 9? 






82 


6 


8? 




.2 


72 


7 


79 




88 


11 


99 






88 


11 


99 




3 „j 




' 


90 




68 


6 


74 






68 


6 


74 




\ 1 




6 


68 




80 


6 • 


86 






80 


6 


86 






93 


34 


1T27 




60 


6 


, 66 








42 


1 18 




- 8 1 




























TOTAL I 
1-5 


402 


64 


466 


13.7 


• 378 


- 36 


413 


8.5 




39-^ 




465 


15.2 


SE 


1 1 


3 


14 




11 


3 


14 






.1 1 




14 




TOTAL 
AI,L 


547 


72 


621 




519 


46 


565 






• 53E 


82 


617 





9/75, . 



m'JE IN (+) 


' MOVE C jT ( 


[-) 


TOTAL CHANGE (+ OR -) 




B 


1 ^ 


W 


, B 


T 


. W 


B 


T 


K 




















1 




















2 




















3 






— f 














4 




















3 • 


16 


36 


52 








16 


36 


52 


6. 
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THE SC HOOL DIvSTRICT OF THE CITY IpF ERIE. PA 
CURRENT a5~"7.6) VS PROPOSED ELEIiENTAaY ENROLLKSNTS (9/76 > 



SCHOOL: DIEHL 



PRESENT ] 
GRAPES : PROPOSED i k^r ' 



1 ^— r 

GR . 


ENROLLMENT 
FEB. 1976 


PROJECTED ENROLLMENT 
' SEPT. 1976 ■ 








f 




W 


B 


T - 


%B , 


W , 


B 


T 






w 


E 


T 




K ' 


66 


23 


89 




64 


21 


85 






64 


21 


85 


1 


50 


. 33 


83 




52 


23 


75 






52 


23 


75 




! 2 


40 


31 


71 


■ 


. 47 


31 


78 






47 


31 


79 




3 


37 


' 21 


58 




36 


29 


65 






36 


29 


65 




4 


38 


24 


62 


r 


34 


20 


54 






34 


20 


54 






34 


25 


' 59 


— 


35 


22 


57 






71. 


T33 


104 


























• 

— 


i — 




' TOTAL 

i-5 


. 199 


134 


33 


40.2 


204 - 


125 


329 


37.9 




240 


■ 

136 


376 


36. 


SE 
























•r 




TOTAL 
* ALL 


265 


157 


422 




268 


146 


414 






304 


157 


461 





9/75 
GR 


/ MOVE IN (+) 


MOVE OUT i 


:-) 


TOTAL CHANGiS (+ OR - 


W 


B 






B 


T 


W 


B 


1 


K 








> 












1 
















/ 

/ 




2 . 
















/ ^ 

/ 




3 
















■ h.- 

1 M., . 




4 
















J 




5 


36 


-12 


_ 

58 








36 


t ■ • 

12 


5( 


6 





















ERIC 



300 



I . 



' THE S CHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERlSr PA 
CURRENT as ""7 6TTS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY EN HOLIMRNTS (9/76) 



240 



SCHOOL : EDISON 



PRESENT__ 
GRADES : PROPOSED 



K-5 





1 ENROLLMENT 
FEB . 1976 


PROJECiED ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 1976 










j 


B 


^_T_ 




# 


B 


T , 


7.B 


W 


B 


T 




K 


87 


39 


126 




85 


37 


122 


1 


85 


37 


122 




1 


■ 

34 


22 


56 




59 


33 - 


92 




59 


33 


92 


• 


2 


39 


18 


57 




32 


22 


54 




. 32 


22 


64 






22 


17 


39 




20 


17 


37 




20 


17 


37 




- -4 


1 


15 


47 




30 


15 


45 




Vo 


23 


93 






) 29 


7 


36 




30 


14 


44 




70. 


24 


94 




, 


























'TOTAL i 
1-3 1 


j 

i. ■\56 


yg 


235 




171 


101 


273 


37 ^'d 


251 


119 


370 


32.2 


SE 


58 


17 


75 




58 


17 


75 




58 


17 


75 




TOTAL 

ALL ! 


',301 )135 


436 




314 _ 


155 


469 




394 


173 


567 





AD.JUSTI4EKTS FROM WAYNE AREA 



9/75 

_ GR. . 

K 



2. 
4 



MOVE IN (+) 



W 



40 



40 



B 



8 



10 



48 



50 



MOVE OUT (-) 



W 



B 



TOTAL CHANGE (+ OR -T 



W 



40 



40 



B 



8 



10 



48 



50 



ERIC 



301 



THE SC HOOL DISTRICT OF TH^ CITY OF ERIE. PA 
CURRENT 05 •-'?6 ) VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS (9/76) 

PRESENT K-5 

SCHOOL: EMERSON GRADES: PROPOSED 



GR . 


\ ENROLLMENT 
FEB. 1976 


PROJECTED ENROUMENT 
SEPT. 1976 








5 VJ" 


B 






W 


B 


T 


%B 


w 


B 


T 








K 


1 94 15 


109 




'* 90 


13 


103 




90 


13 


103 






1 


75 


13 


88 




68 


14 


82 




68 


14 


82 




• 


2 




9 


81 




72 


11 


83 




72 


11 


83 






" 




19 


72 




67 


. 8 


75 




67 


8 


75 






4 i 


\ .72 


13 


85 




49 


17 


66 




49 


17 


:-66 






5 ! 




13 


74 




68 


10 


78 




68. 


10 


78 






i 


i 
























TOTAL I 
1-5 " 


1 

i 333 


67 


400 


16.8 


324 


60 


384 


15.6 


324 


60 


384 


15.6 




SE 


0 


0 


0 






















TOTAL 
ALL I 


427 


82 


509 




414 


73 


487 




414 


73 


487 







• ADJUSTM SMTS 





mo>:e in 


(+) 




MOVE OUT ( 


:-) 


TOTAL CHANGE (+ 


OR -) 


9/75 

GR 




B 






W 


B 


T 


W 


B 


T 


K 






















1 






















2 


■ 




















3 





i 


















4 






















5 






















6 




\ 

? 



















o 302 
ERIC 




SCHOOL f GLENWOOD 



PRESENT^ 
GRADES : PROPOSED, 



K-5 



242. 



"gr T 


ENROLLMENT 
FEB. 1976 


PROJECTED i 
_ SEPT. 


1976 


[2fENT 

- -. - ■ -1 










• ' 




W 


B 


T 


%B _ 


W 


B 


T 


7.B 


w 


B 


T 








K 


86 


0 


86 




85 


0 


85 




107 


4 


111 




1 


AG 


11 


57 




50 


10 


60 




64 


23-5 


87 






49 


10 


59 




44 


11 


55 




49 


11 


60 






46 


12 


58 




46 


9 


55 




51 


9 


60 






54 


12 


66 




44 


12 


56 




49 


12 


C61 




5 


4- 1 

i 43 


18 


61 




52 


1 1 


R3 




58. 


1 1 


e§9 








J A 












A 














TOTAL 
1-5 


^_ 

238 


63 


301 


20.9 


236 


53 


289 


18.3 


265 


66 


331 


19.S 




SE 


0 


0 


0 












0 


0 


0 






TOTAL 
ALL 


[ 324 


63 


387 




321 


53 


374 




372 


70 


442 







AnTTTc^TNfKK^TS FROM GARFIELD & WASHINGTON 



9/75 

GR 



K 



_3_ 

4 



MOVE IN (+) 



W 



G 10 
W 12 



G 9 3 
W 5 10 



B 



2 
2 



W 5 



W 5 0 



W 5 



W 6 



12 
14 



12 
15 



_5_ 

5 



MOVE OUT ( 



W 



B 



TOTAL CHANGE OR -) 



W 



22 



14 



_5_ 

3 



B 



13 



0^ 

. .o_. 



26 



27 



_5_ 

5 



303 



THE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE. PA 
CURRENT a5~76> VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS (9/ 76) 



SCHOOL: . HAMILTON 



PRESENT K-5 



GRADES: PROPOSED 



. 243 
I 
t 



GR 



K 



L 

2 



TOTAL 
1-5 



SE 



ENROLLMENT 
FEB. 1976 



61 



52 



54 



35 



47 



TOTAL 
■^LL ...J 



42 



230 



291 



B 



29 



62 



81 



14 68 



45 



46 



37 



42 



275 



337 



PROJECTED ENRDLI21E!fr 
SEPT. 1976 



16.4 



W 



60 



43 



50 



33 



44 



B 



28 



12 



219 



279 



60 



43 



77 



62 



35 



%B 



44 



42 261 



42 



521 



16.0 



60 



43 



49 



^50 



33 



44. 



219 



279 



0 



28 



12 



0 



42 



42 



43 



77 



€22 



35 



44 



261 



321 



16.0 



ADJUSTMENTS 





MOVE IN 


(+) 




MOVE OUT ( 




TOTAL CHANGE 


OS -) 


9/75 
GR 




B 






W 


B 


T 


W 


B 


T 


K 






















1 






















2 






















3 






















4 






















5 






















6 





































ERIC 



304 



THE S C HOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE. .PA 
CURHSNT a5"76) VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS (9/76 > 

PRESENT K-5 
SCHOOL:' HARDING GRADES: PROPOSED 



GR . 


ENROLLMENT 

FEB,, 197f 




PROJECTED ENROU^NT 
SEPT. 1976 









W 




T 








B - 




-~%B 


- 




. B- 






K 


61 


1 

16 1 77 






60 


10 


70 








10. 


-22- 




1 


46 


9 


55 






46 


14 


60 






46 


14 


60 




! 2 


51 


8 


59 






44 


9 


53 






44 


9 


53 




3 


48 


21 


69 






48 


7 . 


55 






48 


7 


55 


- 


4 


40 


10 


50 






46 


19 


65 






46 


19 


65 




5 . 


49 


12 


61 






38 


9 


47 






38. 


9 


47 




Bi-Ling, 


20 


-. t8 


18 






0 


12 


12 






0 


12 


12 




TOTAL 
1-5 


234 


78 


312 


25.0 




222 


70 


292 


23.9 




222 


70 


292 


23.9 


SE 


14 


4 


18 






17 


4 


21 






-17 


4 


21 




TOTAL 
ALL 


309 


98 


407 






299 


84 


383:; 






299 


84 


383 





ADJUSTMENTS 



9/75 

1 GR 


MOVE IN (+) 


MOVE OUT ( 


[-) 


TOTAL CHANGE (+ OR -) 


w 


B 




W 


B 


T 


W 


B 


T 


K 




















1 




















2 




















3 




















4 




















5 




















6 






















THE S C HOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE. PA 
CURRENT a5"/76) VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS (9/76) 

r 

PRESENT K-5 

SCHOOL: IRVING GRADES: PROPOSED , 



GR . 


ENROLLMENT 
FEB. 1976 




PROJECTED ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 1976 








W 


B 


T 






W 


B 


T 


%B 




w 


B 


T 


73 




K 


72 


3 


75 






70 


. 3 


73 






70" 


'3 


73 




1 


41 


7 


48 






38 


2 


40 


/ 




38 


2 


40 


• 


2 


44 


8 


52 






39 


7 


46 






39 


7 


46 




3 


46 


5 


51 






41 


7 


48 






41 


7 


48 




4 


50 


.4 


^ 54 






44 


5 


49 






44 


5 


49 




5 


77 


19 


96 


— ^ 




50 


4 


54 






115 


24 


139 


^. 


6 






























TOTAL 
1-5 


258 


43 


301 


14.3 




212 


25 


237 


10.5 




277 


45 


322 


13.7 


SE 


6 


2 


8 






6 


6 


6 






6 


2 


8 




TOTAL 
ALL 


336 


48 


384 






289 


30 


318 






353 


50 


403 





9/75 
GR 


mVE IN (+) 


MOVE OUT ( 


[-) 


TOTAL CHANGE {+ OR -) 


w 


B 




W 


B 


T 


W 


B 


T 


> 

K 




















1 




















2 


r 


















3 




















4 




















5 B 


34- 


-4. — 


38 

47 , ,. 








66 


19 


85 






6 





















ERIC 



-306 



' / THE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE. PA 

CURRENT 05 -"7 6 ) VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS (9/7l6> 

. - ' ^ ■ . f ■•■ • 

PRESENT t^,R . 
SCHOOL t JFFFFT;;g;nN GRADES: PROPOSED , / :•! 



GR . 


ENROLLMENT 
FEB. 1976 




PROJECTED ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 1976 










W 


B 


T 






W , 


B 


T 


7JB 




w 


B 


T 


— r 

.. XB- 


~rK — 






1P5 






35 


. ,7. , 









©9 


17 


-116 




1 


63 


20 


83 






64 


21 


85 






69 


36 


105 




1 2 


67 


20 


87 






61 


20 


81 






61 


SO 


81 




3 


62 


19 


81 






64 


19 


83 






64 


19 


83 




4 


53 


15 


68 






60 


19 


79 






60 


19 


79 




5 


46 


21 


67 






51 


14 


65 






51. 


14 


65 


































TOTAL 
1-5 


— . 

291 


95 


386 


24,6 




300 


93 


393 


42.2 




305* 


108 


413 


26.2 


SE 


9 


6 


15 






12 


6 


18 






12 


6 


18 




TOTAL 
1 ALL 


398 


108 


506 






407 


106 


513 






416 


131 


547 





' ADJUSTMENTS 



9/-5 
GR 


MOVE IN (+) 


MOVE OUT { 


[-) 


TOTAL CHANGE C+ OR -) 


W 


B 




W 


B 


T 


W 


B 


T 


K 


^ 4 


10 ' 


14 








4 


10 


14 


1 


5 


15 


20 








5 


15 


20 


2 




















3 




















4 




















5 




















6 












1 ■ v 









307 

o " " «^ 

ERIC 



THE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE. PA 
. CURRENT a5"76TvS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS (9/76 > 



PRESENT ' K-5 

aCHOOL; JONES GRADES: PROPOSED 



GR 


ENROLLMENT 
FEB. 1976 


PROJECTED ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 1976 




1 




W 


B 


T 


%B , 




B 


T 


%B . 




W 


B 






K 


l50 ^ 


27 


77 





- 




72 
















22 


6 


28 


•■ 






40 














1 2 


35 


1 


36 








28 














3 


22 


6 


28 








36 














4 


33 


4 


37 


— 


; 




28 














5 


18 


6 


24 








38 














6 














0 














TOTAL 
1-5 


130 


23 


153 


15.0 






170 














SE 


0 


0 


0 






















TOTAL 
ALL 


180 


50 


230 








242 















ADJUSTMENTS 



9/75 

GR 


MOVE IN 


(+) 




MOVE OUT ( 


[-) 


TOTAL CHANGE OR -) 


w 


B 






W 


B 


T 


W 


B 


T 


k 






















1 






















2 






















3 






















4 






















5 






















6 























o . - 308 

ERIC 



THE S C HOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE. PA 
CURRENT C75-76) VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS (9/76) 

{ 

PRESENT K-5 ' 
3CaOOLt LINCOLN GRADES: PROPOSED , 



GR 


ENROLLMENT ^ 
FEB. 1976 




PROJECTED ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. "1976 


1 






W 


B 








) 

W 


B 


T 


%B 




w 


B 


T 




K 


72 


4 


76 






70 


5 


75 






' 75 


5 


80 




1 


67 


22 


89 






50 


4 


54 




• 


56 


13 


69 ' 




1 2 


57 


17 


74 






63 


20 


83 






63 


20 


83 




3 


52 


19 


71 






52 


15 


67 






52 


15 


67" 




4 


57 


13 


70 






49 


17 


66 






49 


17= 


66 




5 


45 


13 


58 






54 


11 


65 






54. 


11 


65 




6 






























TOTAL 
1-5 


278 


84 


362 


23.2 




268 


67 


335 


20.2 




274 


76 


350 


21 .9 


SE 


6 


2 


8 






8 


^ 2 


10 






8 


2 


10 




TOTAL 
ALL i 


356 


90 


446 






346 


74 


420 






357 


83 


440 





ADJUSTMENTS 



9/75 

GR 


MOVE IN <+) 


MOVE OUT ( 




TOTAL CHANGE (+ OR -) 


w 


B 


1 ^ 


. W 


s 


T 


W 


B 


T 


K 


5 


0 


■ 5 








5 


5 


10 


1 




9 


15 








6 


9 


15 


2 




















3 




















4 




















5 




















6 





















309 



THE S C HOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE. PA 
CURRENT a5"'76) VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS (9/76) 

! 

PRESENT K-5 



^HOOLt Mc KIN LEY GRADES: PROPOSED 




GR 


ENROLLMENT 
FEB. 1976 


PROJECTED ENROLIMENT 
SEPT. 1976 




t 




W 








W , 


B 


T 






w 


B 






K 




12 








in 


AO 






ay 


m. 






1 


..,,§9,, 


22 


75 




35 


12 


47 






AQ 


IB 


57 




• I 2 


32 


rs 


45 




49 


21 


70 






49 


21 


70 




3 


30 


10 


40 




28 


11 








28 


11 


39 




4 


38 


16 


54 




28 


10 


38 






28 


10 


38 




5 


37 


17 


54 




35 


14 


49 






35. 


14 


49^ 




6 




























TOTAL 
1-5 


190 


78 


268 


29.0 


175 


68 


243 


27i9 




182 


71 


253 


28.0 


SE 


0 


0 


0 




0 


0 


0 






0 


0 


0 




TOTAL 
ALL 


224 


90 


314 




207 ' 


78 


285 






219 


81 


300 





ADJUSTMENTS 



9/75 
GR 


. MOVE IN (+) 


MOVE OUT { 


[-) 


TOTAL CHANGE (+ OR -) 


w 


B 


1 ^ 


W 


3 


T 


W 


B 


T 


K 


5 


0 


5 








5 


0 


5 


1 


7 


3 


10 








7 


3 


10 


2 




















3 




















4 




















.5 




















6 





















ERIC 



' THE S C HOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE. PA 

CURRENT (75-76) VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLMENTS (9/76 V 

f ; 

PRESENT K-5 

'SfflOOLt PENN GRADES ; PROPOSED . , / 



6R . 


ENROLLMENT 
FEB . 1976 




PROJECTED ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 1976 






• 


w 


B 


T 






W , 


B 


T 


,7oB , 


1 


w 


B 


T 




K " 


R7 


7 


R4 








,a 


63- 








ft 






1 


, 40 


16 


56 






38 


/10 


48 






38 


10- 




> 


2 


46 


15 


61 






36 


15 


51 






36 


15 


51 




3 


27 


3 


30 






, 42- 


13 


' 55 






42 


13 


55 




4 


34 


5 


39 






25 


3 


28 






25 


3 


28 




5 


35 


5 


40 






32 


' 4 


36 






32. 


4 


36 




6 






























TOTAL 
1-5 


182 


44 


226 


19.5 




173 


45 


218 


' 20.6 




173 


45 


218 


20.6 


SE 


0 


0 


0 
























TOTAL 
ALL 


239 


51 


290 






228 


53 


281 






228 


53 


281 





9/75 

GR 


MOVE IN (+) 


MOVE OUT ( 


[-) 


TOTAL CHANGE (+ OR -) 


w 


B 




W 


B 


T 


W 


B 


T 


K 




















1 




















z 




•« 
















3 




















4 




















5 














« 






6 





















ERIC 
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\ 



' THE SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE. PA 

CPRRENT 05-76 ) VS PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROLIMENTS (9/76) 

• . I - 

PRESENT K-5 

3CH0OLt PERRY GRADES: PROPOSED , 



6R . 


ENROLLMENT 
FEB. 1976 




PROJECTED ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 1976 








W 


B 




1 %B , 




W 


B 


T 








B 


T 




K 


94 


1 


95 






-.90 


1 


91 






107 


16 


123 




1 


57 


0 


57 






53 


1 


54 






53 


1 


/54 




1 2 


42 


1 


43 






55 


1 


56 






55 


1 


56 




3 


56 


21 


77 






37 


1 


38 






37 


1 


38 




4 


57 


14 


71 






52 


22 


73 






52 


22 


74 




5 


. 55 


0 


55 






53 


16 


69 






55 


16 


69 




6 






























TOTAL 
1-5 


267 


36 


303 


12.0 




250 


41 


291 


14.5 




250 


41 


291 




SE 


12 


5 


17 






12 


5 


17 






12 


,5 


17 




TOTAL 
ALL 


373 


42 


415 






352 


47 


397 






369 


62 


431 





ADJUSTMENTS 



9/75 

GR 


MOVE IN C+) 


MOVE OUT < 




TOTAL CHANGE C+ OR -) 


w 


B 




W 


B 


T 


W 


B 


T 


K 


17 


15 


32 








17 


15 


■ 32 


1 




















2 




















3 




f 
















4 
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6 





















312 

ERJC ■ ^ 



THE S C HOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE. PA 
CURRENT (75 "767"^ PROPOSED ELEMENTARY ENROmiENTS (9/7&) 

- PRESEN T K-5 
SCHOOL t WASHINGTON GRADES: PROPOSED 



GR . 


ENROLLMENT 
FEB. 1976 




PROJECTED E™LLMENT 
SEPT. I-?6 












W 


B 


T - 






w 1 


B 


T 






' i 

1 

u 


B 


T 




K 


43 


41 


1 -84 - 










70 


• 










— — 


1 


25 


5 


30 










38 














1 2 


22 


3 


25 










29 














3 


11 


4 


15 










22 














4 


! 16 


5 


21 










15 














5 




3 


31 




i 






16 














6 




— 












0 














TOTAL 

1-5 


102 


.20 


122 


16.4 








120 














SE 


0 


0 


0 










0 














TOTAL 
ALL 


145 




206 










190 















ADJUSTMENTS 



9/75 
GR 


MOVE IN (+) 


MOVE OUT ( 




TOTAL CHANGE (+ OR -) 


w 


B 




W 


B 


T 


W 


B 


T 


K 
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THE S CHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF ERIE. PA 
CURRENT 05-76 ) VS PRO?OSED ELEMENTARY ENROLLWEi'TrS (9/7&) 

PRESENT ' 

SCHOOL! WAYNE GRADES; PROPOSED^ ^. 



6R . 




ENROLLMENT 
FEB. 1976 






PROJECTED ENROLLMENT 
SEPT. 1976 






'I • 


W 


B 


T 






W 


B 


T 


%B 




W" 


. B i 


T 




R 
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•r, 
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3 


41 


6 


47 
























4 


40 


9 


49 




















r 




5 


72 


38 


110 






^ 

1 


















6 


173 


57 


230 
























TOTAL 

3-6 
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110 


436 


25*6 










/» 












SE 


33 


14 


47 
























TOTAL 
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SECTION 3 

ELEMENTAF^Y* AND- SECONDARY EDUCATION 
SCHOOL ACT (ESEA Title I) 



y 



( 
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Selection of Eligible ALtendance Areas ( S ource - Nov e mber 74 AFDC Data and School ludgment) 



School and Grade Span 



1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 ■ 9 10 

Attendance AFDC AFDC Total Percent Ranking Total Low Percent Ranking 

School Area Public Private AFDC Column 5 of Income Column 7 of 

Enrollment Total Schoul:: Schools ' r Column 2 Columns (includes AFDC) ■? Column 2 Column 9 



Burns School 



Burton School 



Dlehl School 



K-4 235 



K-4 , 522 



Cleveland School K-5 ' 482 



jolumbus School K-5 



288 



Connell School K-5 654 



K-5 418 



Edison School K-5 405 



Emerson School K-5 550 



Glenwood School K-5 441 



Hamilton School K-5 383 



Harding School K-5 450 



292 

749 
850 
346 
999 
611 
550 
790 
77G 
548 
716 



Irving School K-5 385. 585 

Jefferson School K-5 542 1032 

Jones School X-S 226 370 

Lincoln School U 578 '1128 



39 

325 
47 

10. 
17 
108 
•166 
85 
41 
25 
36 
60 
69 
93 
64 



11 



110 



52 388 



48 



27 133 



18 



37 145 



IC 176 



4 45 



28 



2 38 



68 



77 



60 153 



37.7 



51.8 



5.5 



38.4 



1.8 



23.7 



32.0 



94 11.9 



•40 



74 



5.8 



4.3 



5.3 



11.6 



7.5 



41.4 



6.6 



4 



16 

3 

20 

' 7 
5 

10 
15 
19 
17 
11 
13 



14 



197 
498 
105 

235 
73- 
175 
229 
142 
66 
46 
96 
95 
133 
149 
121 



67.5 
66.5 
12.4 
68.0 
7.3 
28.5 
41.5 
18.0 
8.6 
7.1 
13.4 
16.2 
12.9 
40.3 
10.7 



2 

3 

15. 
1 

13 
7 

5 

11 

17 
19 
13 
12 
14 
6 

15 



Selection of Eligible Attendance Areas ( S ource - November 74 AFDC Data and School Tudgment) 



\ 2 3 4 5 6,7 8 9 10 

Attendance AFDC AFDC Total Percent Ranking Total Low Percent Ranking 

School Area Public Private AFDC Columns o( Income Column 7 of- 

ichool and Grade Span Enrollment Total Schools Schools ; Column 2 Column 6 (includes AFDC) t Column 2 Coluiiin9 



McKinlev School 


K-5 


332 


526 


47 • 


11 


58 


iilo 


12 


132 


25.1 


9 


Penn School 


K-5 , 


304 


568 


44 


40 


84 


14.8 


9 


139 


24.5 


10 


Perry School 


K-5 


405 y 


708 


32 


1 


33 


4.7 


18 


38 


S.4 


20 


Washington School 


K-5 


244 


374 


90 


20 


no . 


29.4 


6 


173 


46.3 


4 


Wayne School 


3-6 


526 


813 


108 


82 


190 


23.4 


8 


231 


28.4 


8 


Dr, Barber uenter 


op.La. 


LI 


97 
LI 


u 


u ■■ 


n 
u 






n 


M/i 




Erie Infants Home 

'* 


Sp.td. 


Is 


10 
13 


U 


ft' 
(J 


n 
U 


IM/A 


m/a 


u 


M/i 




SUBTOTAL 




8517 


13471 


1663 


407 


2070 


15.4 




3073 


22.8 




Grldleyjr. H.S. 


6-8 


562- 


882 


83 


19 


102 


'11.6 


2 


280 


31,7 


1 


Memorial H.S. 


6-8 


793 


1325 


112 


21 


133 


10.0 


3 


339 


25.6 


2 


Roosevelt H.S, 


6-8 .. 


740 


1226 


156 


12 


168 


13.7 


1 


310 


25.3 


3 


Wilson Jr. H.S. 


6-8 


896 


1800 


98 


28 


128 


7.0 


4 . 


385 


21.4 


4 


SUBTOTAL 


1 
1 


2991 


5233 


449 


80 


529 


10.1 




1314 


25.1 





I 
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« SelGCtlon of Eliolble Attendance Areas ( S ource - Noveniber74 AFDC Data and School Tudginent) 

1 2 J 4 5 6 7 • 8; 9 10 

Attendance AFDC AFDC Total Percent Ranking Total Low Percent Ranking 

School Area Public Private AFDC Column 5 of Income Column 7 of 

SchooUnd Gyde Span Enrollment Total Schools Schools Column 2 Column 6 (Includes AFDC) t Column 2 Column 3 



Academy H.S. 


9-12 


1029 


2021 


134 


4 


138 


6.8 


2 


321 


15.9 


3 


East H.S. 


7-12 


1400 


2302 


152 


68 


220 


9; 5 


1 


573 .. 


24.9 


1 


Tech X H.S. 


9-12 


1482 


1482 


44 


0 


44 


3.0 


5 


146 


9.9 * 


5 


Tech-YH.S. 


9-12 


■ 1459 


1459 


69 


, 0 


59 


4.7 


3 ■ 


219 


IS.O 


4 


S. VijicentH.S. 


9-12 


1338 


2003 


39 


1 


90 


4.5 


4 


415 


20.8 


2 


Cottage Program 


Sp.Ed. 


21 


21 


0 


0 


0 


N/A 




0 


N/A 




Home Tutoring 
Program 


Sp.Ed. 


14 


14 


0 


0 


0 


■ N/A 




0 


N/A 




New Direction . 
Center 


Sp.Ed. 


18 


18 


0 


0 


0 


N/A 




0 


\ 

> ' N/A 




Other: 
Institutions 






ISO 


0 


0 


0- 


N/A 




0 






SUBTOTAL 




6761 


9470 


488 


■ 73 


561 


5.9 




1675 


17.7 




GRAND TOTAL, 




18269 


28i'74 


2600 


S60 


3160 


11.2 




6062 


21.5 
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Private Schools - Students and Their Attendance Area 


Burns 
K-4 


Burton 


Cleveland 

kL 


Columbus 


Connell 
K-4 


Diehl 


Edison 

H 


Emerson 
-Li 


Glenwood 


City Residents Enr. 


School 


School Enr, 


1 


34/ 


biessec bacramQnt 


• JJ^ 






78 










0 


0 


2 


ICfl 


nOiy ramiiy 


ICQ 
IDO 




17 






2 


11 
ii 


1 




•) 




noiy Kosary 






14 






58 






'I 




4 


1 tn 


noiy inniiy 


IqU 




5 






17 










5 


1/J 


Mouni vaivory 


1 1(\ 




1 . 


m 








' 117 






6 




Lady of Mount Carmel 


4bo 










210 


R 






1 


7 




Our Lady unrlstlan 








1 
1 










1 
1 




8 




uur Laoy oi reace 








127 












0 

J 


9 


bZo 


Sacred Heart 


531 






4 














[0 


11/1 


01, Andrew 




6 ■ 


















11 


388 


St, George 


815 






119 










1 
i 


HQ 


12 


IJU 


bt, nSuWig. 


1 'Q 
I'.O 




















13 


TOT 


St. James x 


/ICC 




74 






7 


167 


1 






14 


c on 


St, John ^ 


600 • 




5 






5 , 


1 
1 








15 




St. Joseph 


Tin 

\219, 


















*in 


[6 


587 


St, I jke 


618 










K 
1 J 


I 






17 


17 


268 


St» Mary 


161 














1 


1 




18 




bt, PatricK 




27 










1 
1 


0 






19 


145 


oti Paul • 


1/1C 

Hi 


1 




1 


45 








1 




20 


284 


St» Stanislaus 


im 

287 




5 






■ 8 










n 


256 


Spirit 01 Onrlst 


ICO 




1 
















22 


108 


Villa Elementary 




1 




7 










R 

V 


u 


23 


434 


Catneoral Center 


478 


10 




4 ■ 






1 
1 






*lg 


24, 


84 


Erie Day School 


138 






5 




7 








it 


25 


60 


C, C, Day School 


bO 


3 


I 






2 


J 




? 


1 

0 


26 


100 


Word ot God 


1 no 


3 




12 




5 








7 


27 


50 


Bethel Christian 


50 


,2 




6 




5 




2 




fi 

0 


28 


116 


Dr, Barber Center 


01/! 

224 


4 


3 


3 


2 


J 






') 


1 

0 


29' 


6 


Perceptual Center 


50 






1 
i 




1 








1 
1 


30 


392 


St, Benedicts 


/t 1 A 

414 




















31 


791 


Cathedral Prep 


1022 




















32 


283 


Mercyhurst Prep 






















33 


481 


villa Maria Academy 


0(1!) 




















34 


31 


Sti MdlKS 


70 


n 


















35 


. 99 


Kanty Prep 


139 




















36 


16 


HarborcreekT.S, 


60 




- ■ 




- 


- 


- 


- 




- 


37 


2 


Lake Erie Academv 


4 


- 


- 


r 


- 




** 




■* 




38 


ISO 


Institutions 


' 150 
























TOTALS 






127 


368 


58 


345 


193 


144 


240 • 


329 
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nivaiG oCnOOlb " ot 

City Residents Enr, 


jaeijis ana ineir Attendance Area 
School'' School Enr. 


Harding Irving Jefferson Jones Uncob McKinley 

K-4 K.4 K.i If.d K-4 K-4 


Penn 
K-4 


Perry Washington Wayne 
K-4 IC-4 • 1-R 


1 

I 




Blessed Sacrament 


552 


m 


29 






1 


- 


58 


■ 


m 


2 




Holy Family 


168 


- 


IP 


2 




3 1 


6 




73' 


0 
0 




Holy Rosary 


.475 




■ 


- 


.. 193 65 


1 






1 


A ' 




Holy Trinity 


150 


- 


- 


- 


21 50 










c 

J 


l/U 


Mount Calvary 


■170 




2 


«■ 






2 

- 








c 
0 




Lady of Mount Carrael 


465 




- 


M 


51 1 








7 




0\ir lady Christian 


456 


132 


- 


M 














Q 
0 


ZUl) 


.0\ir Lady of Peace 


794 


1 


2 


3 


1 




- 


11 






Q 


coo 


Sacred Heart 


531 


- 


134 


- 








193 






n ' 




St, Andrew 


409 


47 


- 


- 


1 




- 


11 


1 




) 

A 


IRQ 


St. George 


815 


- 


1 


- 






- 






u 


1 Oft 


St. Hedwig 


148 


3 






23 


5 


42 






■ 11 


io 




St, James 


465 






- 












• 2 


Id 




St. John 


600 






127 


1 126 50 


■ 








1C 

lo 




St. Joseph 


219 


- 




7 






** 


4 


76 


1 


10 


00/ 


St. Lake 


618 






248 


: - 120 


1 








1/ 


Zoo 


St. Mary 


161 


4 




- 


28 


1 3 


43 




1 


3 


lo 


904 


St. Patrick 


, 235 






- 


71 




40 


• 


■ I ' 


6 


1Q 




St. Paal 


' 145 


- 


12 


- 


1 




1 




20' 




7fl 


9Q/! 


St. Stanislaus 


287 


2 


2 


7 


11 


9 11 


125 


J 


r 


10 


71 


Zjg 


Spirit of Christ 


262 


■ - 


- 


2 




1 . - 


1 






169 




1 no 

108 


Villa Elementary 


139 


9 


2 


6 


2 


1 ■ '2 


- 


3 


3 


' 4 




4j4 


Cathedral Center 


473 


42 


4 


55 


4 


8 . 2 




, 14 


7 


1 




Q4 


Erie Day School 


138 


18 


- 


8 






- 






Zo 


dO 


CO. Day School 


60 


- 


5 


3 




3 3 






2 


4 . 


9^ 
it) 


lUU 


Word of God 


■ 109 


3 


4 


4 . 




3 


- 




5, 


2 


07 
£/ 


50 


Bethel Christian 


50 ' 


1 


- 


3 




3 2' 


- 




3' 




90 
ZO 


lie 


Dr. Barber Center 


224 


3 • 


2 


3 


1 


2 2 


2 


2 


4 




Oft 


b 


Perceptual Center 


50 


1 


- 


- 






- 


2 








000 
03 Z 


St. Benedicts 


414 




















Jl 


001 


Cathedr^ Prep 


1022 




















QO 


000 

Zoj 


Mercyhurst Prep 


351 




















33 


481 


Villa Maria Academy 


609 




















0/! 


01 
01 


St. Marks 


• 78 




















Jo 


00 


Kanty Prep 


139 




















Id 

4b 


IC 

lb 


HarborcreekT.S. 


60 




















37 


2 


Lake Erie Academy 


4 




















38 


150 


Institutions 


150 
























T0TAI5 




266 


200 


490 


144 550 194 


264 


303 


130 


2B7 



325- 
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Private Schools - Stuci?nt3 and Tholr Attendance i^iea 


East Gridley Memorial Roosevelt Wilson Acadeir./ East S. Vincent TechX Tech Y 
.7-8. 6-8 fi-fl fi-fi fi.fl Vi9 0.1^ Q_i9 


CItv Rpqidpnt<; Enr 


SchnnI 


OC'ilUUl ulu , 




547 


Blessed Sacrament 


552 


m 


15 157 






2 


J 

/ 160 


Holy Family 


168 


40 


1 - 1 2 








•J 


/ 460 


Holy Rosary 


475 


2 


3 120 








4 


' 160 


Holy Trinity 


160 




1 ■ 66 








170 


Mount Calvary 


170 


46 


2 








593 


Lady of Mount Carmel 


465 


21 


1 132 








293 


Our Lady Christian 


456 


- 


43 - 113 






0 


' 200 


Our Lady of Peace 


794 


- 


, - ■ 16 






Q 


528 


Sacred Heart 


' 531 


- 


• 94 50 1 








. 4l4 


.St,. Andrew 


409 


- 


146 1 






n 
U 


388 ' 


St, George 


. 815 


1 


77 23 


• 






130 


St. Hedwig ^ 


148 


44 


- ■ - 1 








383 • 


St, James 


' 465 


3 


39 , 90 






14 


589 


St, John . 


600 


- 


14 2 257 






K 
10 


219 ■ 


St, Joseph 


219 




86 






If! 


537 


St, Luke 


618 




58 ' - 125 






17 * 
if 


268 


St, Mary 


151 


35 


8 4 - 30 






10 


234 . 


St, Patrick 


235 


,41 


21 - - 12 








145 


^St. Paul 


145 


- 


42 16 - . 








"284 


St. Stanislaus 


287 


67 


1 1,2 21 






21 
fai 


256 


Spirit of Christ ^ - 


262 


61 


- 1 - 1 






Ci 


108 


Villa Elementary' 


139 


■ 3 


18 11 . 9 ■ 
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Cathedral Center 


478 


25 


68 64 40 17 
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Erie Day School 


138 


3 


17 10 . 2 2 
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CCDay School 


60 


1 


2, 5 7 7- 
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Word of God 
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5 


5 15 13 3.8 
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Bethel ClJlstlan 


• 50 


4 


3 5 - ,3 
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Dr, Barber Center 


224 


6 


5 5 4 ' 5 16 


16 
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Perceptuol Center 
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- 
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St, Benedicts 


414 
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126 


65 




01 


791. 


Cathedral Prep 


1022 




385 


145 


261 




19 


• 283 


Mercyhurst Prep 


351 
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58 


73 




01 
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Villa Maria Academy 
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96 
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Gr. (7-8) 

Gridley 
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Roosevelt 

Wilson 



40 



15 
157 



Totals 



■547 



160 



3 

120 



46 



66 



460 160 



21 



1 

132 



170 423 



43 



16 
113 



180 313 



46; 



28 403 354 
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23 



44 3 



130 383 589 



39 
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14 
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7 1; 
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.0 a, U 



East (7-8) 

Gridley (6-8) 

• Memorial 
(6-8) 

Roosevelt 
(6-8) 

Wilson (6-8) 

Total (6-8) 

Total (K-5) 
Total (5-8) 



15 



157 



40 



272 

375 
547 



46 



21 



120 



125 



116 335 



160460 160 



66 



67 



93 



43 



132 



154 



12? .39 
170 !23 130 



43 



137 



16 



113 



94 



50 



146 



129 145 147 101 45 



1 4413 



77 



23 



184 383 255 253 



85 



313 528 403 254 130 383 509 219 



39 



90 



35 



14 



257 



132 273 



251316133 



86 



58 



86 



125 

183 

404 
587 



41 



21 



30 



77 



12 



74 



160 
161 234 



42 



15 



67 61 



58 

87 
145 



1 i 1 

I 



2 



21 



92 



192 193 



284 



63 



18 



11 



9 17 



41 



67 



256 108434 



214 



220 60 



34 



94 



334 



4!6| 



1 



3| 5 I 2 

5 5 i Is 

7 



38 

38 
600 



Totals 



320 
532 



904 



2650 

4954 
7604 



10 

335 



Villa Maria Word of Gerlruds Lake Bethel [ 

St. Benedicts Prep Mercyhurst Academy St. Marks Kanty Prep God Baiter Harborcreek Erie Christian Totals 



Academy 201 385 152 153 18 ' Si' 8 . 16 6 2 



992 



East 



126 145 58 



96 



40 0 , 16 ■ 5 0 



494 



Vincent 



65 261 73 ■ 232 5 



0 16 5 



665 



Total 



392 791 283 481 31 99 



48 16 2.0 2151 



336 



1 ^ 



337 



ERIC 



10 
10 



School 



Total 
Enr. 



Erie City Residents 
K-8 9-12 W 



B/0 



Blessed Sacrament 552 

Holy family 168 

Holy Rosary 475 

Holy Trinity 160 

Mount Calvary ' 170 

Our Lady Mt.Carmel 465 

Our Lady Christian 455 

Our Lady of Peace 794 

Sacred Heart 531 
St. Andrew • 



St. George 
St. Hedwig 
t. James 
St\ John • 
St.\oseph 
St. ll^ke 
St. 

St. pati^ck 
St. Paul \ 



409 
815 
148 
465 
600 
219 
618 
161 
235 
145 
287 
262 
139 



St. Stanislaus 
Spirit of Cht^^t 
Villa Elementally 

Cathedral Centfi^ 478 

C.C.DaySchool\ 60 

Erie Day \ 138 
B. Christian \, 50 

Perceptual Center 50 

Word of God \ 

Gertrude Barber 74 



Total (K-8) 



547 
160 
460 
160 
170 
423 
180 
313 
528 
403 
354 
130 
383 
589 
219 
587 
161 
234 
145 
284 
256 
108 
434 
60 
94 
50 
6 

92 
74 



9124 7604 



544 

157 
445 
155 
166 
420 
177 
307 
525 
396 
353 
i'28 
366 
510 
210 
579 
121 
187 
136 
283 
248 
100 
418 
30 
90 
46 
6 

92 

52 



IS 
5 
4 
3 
3 
6 
3 
7 
1 
2 
17 
71 
9 
8 

40 
47 
9 
1 
8 
8 
16 
30 
4 
4 
0 
0 
22 



7255 ■ 349 



School ' 



Total- Enrollment 



Erie City Residents 
K-8 9-12 W 



Cathedral Prep 


1022 


7Qt 


77(1 




Mercyhurst 


351 


283 


270 


13 


St. Benedicts 


414 . ' 


392 


Off 


K 

0 


St. Mark 


78' 


.31 


31 


Villa "Acadeifiy '. 


/ 609 




4/3 


c 

0 


Lake Erie Academy 


4 


I 


2 


0 


KantyPrep 


139. ■ 


99 


89 


10 


Word of God 


109 


8- 




■ 1 


Gertrude Barber, 


150 


48 


28 


■ 20 


Harborcreek 


60 


16 


12 


, '1 


Total (9-12) 


2936 , 


2151 


2070 


81 



Others 

State Institutions 
Etc. 



150 



50 



100 120 



30 



Total 



Non Public 












(5-8) , 


■ 9124 


7604 




7255 ' 


. 349 


(9-12) 


2936 




2151 


2070 


81 


Other 


150 


50 


100 


120 


30 


. • Total 


12,210 


7654 


2251 


9445 


460 


Grand Total 


9905 
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Public School Projections 
"Regular ' Sp.Ed. 



Non Public Scj>0<il Projections ' Attendance Area TotSK' 



"Total Public , 
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W 


B/0 


W 


f/0 


Tot^ 


W 


B/0 
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W 


, B/0 
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.10^ ■ 
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—it r 

1 












Burns 


i/9 




1 

. 1 


c 

V 


IPO 


00 


600 ^ 


01 


9fi 

60 


'^7 
0/ 


911 " 
611 
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9Qn . 
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' 'J . . 


oSo, 


060 


7fi \ 


\ QQQ 


•Dlehl. 


294 


124 


0 


0 


294 
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4^8 


171 


22 


1^3 '■ 


465 

• WW 


146 

1 • W 


' 611 

* VIA 


Edison > 


214 


100 


71 


21 


285 ' 


121 ' 


406 


136 


8 * 


144 


■421 


129. 


■ 

wvv 


Emerson ■ 


442 ■ 


lOB 


0 


0 


442 


io8 ■ 


550 


232 


8 ' 


' 240 


674 


lie 


790 


Garfield 














Clos 








































Glenwood 


361 
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0 


364 


' 7t ■ 


441 


310 , 


19 


329> • 


' 674 ^ 


. 96 ' 


770 
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323 
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W V w 
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^265 

u Ww 
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WW A 


67^' 

V f 


' 648 


^' Harding 
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13 


4 • 


381 


5 9 
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262 ' 


4 


266 
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■ 716 


Irving • 


332 


49 


4 


0 


.336 


49 


385' 


193 ' 
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529 

W lb J 
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WW 


'585 

www 
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117 


■ 11 
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418 


^24 


'542 ^' 
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T WW ' 


34' 

w 1 


490 
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■ Jones ' 
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54 
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i WT 
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144 
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W vV 
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t U W w 


' 17 


550 
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Ufa 


332 
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363 
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. New Direction 








/ 


















Am / 

27 


Barber Center 
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1 
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Erie Infants 






, 17 




17 


2 


, '3 


1 

i 






17 


■ 2'' 

1 

1 
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Total 


6509 


Ibd) 


257 


70 


6766 


1751 


8517 


4692 


262 


4954 


11458 


2013 


13471 
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)1 11,. Col 
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Public School Proi>'::i'r.j ' Nor. Public School Proioctions Att^ndanco Area Totals 

Tlegulir 5pll Total Public ' Regular ~ ' ____ 





W ' 
Y- 


B/0 
2 


W 
3 


B/0 
4 


W 
5 


B/0 

'6 


Total 

,7 


'.V ' B/0 1 
8 , • 9 

1 


Total 


V/ 
11 




, B/0 
12 


Total 
13 


(J. ... 1 . ' '■ 

Micdls i)Ciiools (6-8) 
















r 












Cast (7-fll 


240 


51 


0 


0 


240 


51 


291 


398. 


.10 


408 


r Oft 

638 


ol 


fa" J 


Grid!-' i 


434 


111 


10 


J 


444 


118 


562 


302 


18 ! 


320 


746 


136 


862 




515 


111 


27 


40 


642 


151 


793 


515 


17 


r A ft 

32 


1157 ■ 


168 


\iO 


r 


541 


174 


13 


12 


554 


196 . 


740 


4/1 


15 


486 


1025 


2J1 


\U 




714 


152 ■ 


10 


20 


724 


172 


' 896 


879 


25 


904 


1603 


197 


1800 


^ Total (6-8) 


2544 


599 


60 


70 


2504 


678 


3282 


.565 


85 


2550 


5169 ' 


763 


5932 


Sr. High Schools(9-12) 








0 




















Academy 


7?5 


255 


28 


21 


753 


276 


102« 


9/0 


Ll 


^ 992 


1723 


298 


ZuZJ 


East ' 


m 


285 


3 


12 


811 


298 


1109 


473 


21 


; 494 


1284 


J 19 


IfaUi' 


Vincer.t 




164 


0 


0 . 


1174 


154 


1338 


648 


17 




10')') 


ini 




Tech X' 


1332 


75 


30 


45 


1362 


120 


J48Z 


■0 


0 


n 
U 




\L\} 




TechY 


1315 


72 


• 32 


40 


1347 


112 


1459 


0 


0 


0 


1347 


■112 


1459 


Cottage 






6 


' 15 ' 


6 


15 ■ 


21 


0 


0 


0 


6 


■15 , 


21 ' 


Home Tutoring 






4 


10 


4 


10 


14 


0 


0 


0 


;4 


10 


14 ■■ 


Jew Direction 






15 


3 


15 


3 


18 


0 


0 


0 


.,15 


3 ■ 


18 


Tofil (9-12) 


5354' 


. 852 


■ lis 


145 


5472 


998 


6470 


2091: 


60 


2151 


7563 


1058 


882r 


District Total 


























\ 


Elem. (K-5) 


6509 


1681 


237 


, 70 


6766 


1751 


8517 


4692 


262 


■4954 


11458 


2013 


13471 


Middle (6-8) 


2544 


599 


60 


79, 




678 


3282 


2565 


85 


2650 


5159 


TO 




Sr. High (9-12) 


, 5354 


852 


; 118 


146 


5472 


f\r\ ft 

998 


5470 


2091 


60 


/Ibl 


/DDJ 


lUOO 




Total - 


14407 


3132 


435 


295 V 


14842 


3427 


18269 


9348 


407 


9755 


24190 


3834 


28024 


Others 
















120 ' 


30 


150 


120 


30 . 


150 


Grind Total 


14407 


3132 

1 

1 ■ 


435 


295 

1 


14842 ■ 


3427 


1826? 


9468 


437 


9905 


24310 


3864 


.28174 



t 
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EMERGEN 



SECTION 4 



SCHOOL ASSISTANCE ACT 



EoS.A.A. TEST SCORES 
This section presents to the reader the standardized 
test score summaries, prepared by the writer, and subnrtitted 
in conjunction with the Emergency School Assistance Act proposal. 
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SCHOOL: BURNS ' ST;;;K)RD ACHIITffiQIT TEST SUXHAR! 

ELEMENTARY GRADE - 2 - 

NATioNE m-2,y 



SUB-TiST 


2 


3 

IJO. 


MEAN 


5 

bDlAlI , 


iDlAN AH. PUPILS 
THIS PROPOSAL 


DISTRICTWIDE.MEAN 


RACE 


mw. OF 

RESPONSES 


wAij GRADE 
JjeALENC! 










NUMBER 


MEDIAN 


VOCABULAR! 


WHITE 


20 


2.58 ■ 


2,3 


406 


2.7 


1162 


2.73 






19 ^ 


, 2.37 


2,1 


196 


A Aft 

2.00 






READING-A' 


WHITE 


20 


' 2.4 


2.3 


406 


2.7 


1165 


2.i9 




BLACL,, 




2.39 


2.4 


197 


1.9 






RiiiDING-B 


■ 'h'HITS 


20 


2.39 


2.1 


4C6 ■ 


2»7 








BLAGK 


19 


2.57 


2o4 


197 


2.20 






HZ;j)i:ic-;i:B\ 


■ mi. 














2.Q1 








2,75 


2,4 


197 


2.'l0 






ra STUD! 


■WHITS 


20 


3.09 


2.3 


' /07 


L9, 








dLAGl ' 


19 


3,02 


2,4 


197 


?.l 






TOTAL READ21Q' 


WHITE 


20 


2.8 


2,5 




3.1 


1117 


3.07 




BLACK 


19 


2.6 


2.2 


191 . 


2.0 






m/m/M 








u 


WHITS 


15 


98.4 


97 




m 








BLACK 




103,9 


101 


160 


99.0 ; 

























PagoNo.j^ of iJ Pages 



SCHOOL: BURTON STilOT ACHIEVSGF TEST SMRY 

' ELEMENTARY GRADE - 2 - 

NATIONAL M = 2,5 



SU3-T2ST 


2 


3 


k 

MEAN 
(C0L#3) 


5 


eiAN' AIL PUPILS 
THIS PROPOSAL 




MEROF 
RESPONSES t 


EAN GRADE 
^QDIVALEUCy 






SiUrsT 


(COL 3) 


NUl-IDER 1 


^•EDIAN 








44 


2,66 


2.30 


406 


2.7 


11621 


2.73 


BLACK 


50 






i/D 


/ nn 






?i:;j)i::G-A 


'JHITS 


44 


2.43 


i.40 


A06 ■ 


2.7 


1165 '> 


2.iQ 


BLACK... 


50 


2.0 

MOW 


U90 




1.9:.- 








'JKITE 


44 


2.54 


2.5 




.2J 






BUCK 


50 


2.05 


2c00 


197 


2.20 










LI 




Z jb 










0 Ql 
■1 * 




BLACK 


50 






197 


2,10 












*^ 1 










^ AH 






BLACK 


50 


■ 2.45 


2,00 


197 


2.1 






TOTAL EADDtG 


WHITE 


44 


2,8 


2.50 


(04 


3.1 


1117 


3^07 




50, 


2.1'? 


1.90 


191 


2.0 


















I.Q. 


VEITE 


42 


107.7. 


109-0 








107.7 


BLACK 


50 


96.8 


97.0 


160 - 


99,0 


i 























PagsSo.iof iJFiges 
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SCHOOLj DIEHL SMHD AOlIEVEMEIirTEST SM! 

EIMNTARY . GRADE - 2 - 

NATIONAL M = 2.5 



SOB-TEST • 


2 

RACE 


3 

NO. 


MEAN 

(com] 


5 

mm: 


MEDIAN AIL MILS 
THIS PROPOSAL 


DISTHICTWIDE.HSAN 


KlIfflER OF 
RESPONSES 


EJlIi GRADE 


(COL 3). 


NUMBER ] 


®IAH 


VOCABULAR! 




42 


3.15 


•3.0 


406 


2.7 


1162 


2.73 




29 


2.09 


2.0 


■ 19d 








RS;j)INW' 


WHITE 


■ 42 


2.66 


2.50 


A06 


2.7 


1165 










ZflZU 


197 


1.9 






e;j)ikg-b 


■WHITE 


42 


2.74 


2.70 






JM 


A/ 


BLACK 


29 


2.24 


2.30 


197 


2.'20 








mTE ' 


42 


2,01 


2.9 , 




?.9 






BLACK 


29 


2.28 


2,2 


197 


2.10 






flORD STODi 


: WHITE ' 


.42 


3.33 


2.9 


i07 








BLAUK 


29 


2.72 


2.2 


197 








■ TOTAL READDIG 


WHITE 


41 


3.2 


3.0 ■ 




3.1 


1117 


3.{^ , 


BLACK 


29 


1 2.42 


2.0 


191 


2.0 


















.WHITE 


34 


113.6 


110 








— 


BLACK 


25 


99.7 


99.0 


160 , ' 


99.0 






iiii 
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SCHOOL; EDISON ST;ji?CHD ACHI£\1}i2r TEST SDMiAR! 

ELEMENTARY GRADE - 2 - 

■ NATIONAL NORM = 2.5 



SUB-TEST • 


2 

RACE . 


3 ' 
NO, 


1 

MEAN 

(coy3) 


5 

teiAN . 


MEDIAN ALL PUPILS 
THIS PROPOSAL 


DISTRICTWIDE.M 


jTuliEfi OF 
RESPONSES 


m GRADE 
i-QUIVALENCI 


(COL 3) 


NUMBER, 


eiAN 


VOCABULAR! 


WHITE 


26 


2.8 


..2.7 


' 406' 


2.7 


1162 . 


2.73 


BLACK 


17 


L94 

ii 0 


- 2.0 

it 0 V 


196 


2.00 






HEADING-A 


WHITS 


26 


2,35 ' 


2,3 


A06. 


2.7 


1165 


2.il9 




17 


1.85 


1.7 


197 


1.9 






REi!J]ING-B 


Mill 


26 


2,51 


2.4 




2.7 






BLACK 


1 ^ 

1/ 


1 00 




^ An 

197 


2,20 








'4HITE 




— LAb 












■BLACK 


17 


L83 


L50 


197 


2.10' 






VOHD STUDY 


VKI^E 




1 111 




^07 






•5 Aft 


BLACK 


17 


2,02 


1,90 


197 


?.l 






TOTAL READING 


VHITE 


26 


3.00 


2.2 


404 


/3.1 


1U7 


3.07 


BLACK 


17 


1.91 


1.60 


191 


2.0 






'lllimiillim 










.I.Q. 


■WHITE 


21 


106.1 


104 




ify5.fi 






BLACK 


15 


99.8 


97.0 


160 


99.0- 
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35i 352 



SCHOOL} mm wmmmmi'^mmm 
mmm mi . 2 - ' 

■ NATIONAL NOta=' 2.5 





■ :.2 


3 
110. 

SuJl'EJIT 

1 


I 

MEAN 
(COLii'3) 


5 

teiAH , 


MEDIAN Ali FOPILS 
THIS PROPOSAL' 


DISTRICTWIDE O 


m' 


rmROF 

'■J 


m\ GRADE 






(COL 3) 


NUMBER 


mm \ 


VOCAE'JLA?.! . 


V'EITE 




2.19 


2.3 


406 


2.7 


1162 






BLACL 


341 


2.06 


2.10 


196 


2,00' 








'JHITE 


18: 


2.18 


1.9 


A06 


2.7 


1165 


2.!9' 




BUCL... ' 






197 


1.9. 






mvM 




181 


"2.25 


2.0 




2.7 








BUCX 


■ 34| 


2,13 


2.0 


197 


2.20 


• 








18! 


2.45 


2.1 












BLACK 




2.19 


2.2 

1 


197 


2.10 






«'OFJ) STUDY 


VHITE 


.,18' ■ 


3„02 


2.2 




?.q 








BLACK 


34I 


2.5 


2.3 


197 








TOTAL READDIG 


WHITE 


18 


2.63 


2.2 






1117 


3.07 




BLACK 


34 


2.29 


2.2 


191 


2,0 






mmmm 








l.Q. 


WHITS 


15! 


102.5 


101.0 




if)o.n , 




107.7 , 


I) ' 


BLACK.. 


30 


. 96.9 


98,0 


160 , 


'99.0 










■ 








i 







Page No. of H Pages 



ERIC 



SCHOOL: GMOOD ST^IFCHD ACHm'BCi;'!' TEST SUKHARI 

■ ELEMENTARV GRADE - 2 - 

■ NATIONAL NORM = 2.5 



SDB-TSST 


2 

RACE 


3. 

110. 


4 

MEAN 
(C0L#3) 


5 

% ft^v^^ lit 

HlDIA'I . 


MEDIAN" ALL RIPILS 
1 THIS PROPOSAL 


DISTEICTWIDE.MEAN 


mm. OF 

RESPOHSES,, I 


ffiAN GRADE 

:quiv.\leiic! 


• 






(COL 3) 


NUtiBER 






VOC-ABULAR! 


VHITE 


49 


3.31 


3.3 


'406. 


2^7 . 


1162 








I . 


4,00 


4c00 


196 


2.00 






rli/JJiiilr-A 




49 


■2.68 


2.7 






liul) 






1 


2.90 


2.90 


197 








R£^J)?;G-3 


VIHITE 


49 


2.95 


2.9(1 




2 J 




0 (>} 




1 


2.60 


2.60 


197 


2.20 






r£ade;g-a&3 


'^ITE 




3,28 


3.0 




,?.9 . 


llf)/. 






;i 


2.90 


2.90 


197 


2.10 






VOED STBJ 


VHITE 


J3 


]M 


'in? 


m . 









BLACK 


1 


2.90 


2.9 


197 








TOTAL READDIG 


WHITE 


49- 


3.44 


3.3 


4O4 


/I 


1117 




BLACK 


1 


3.2 


3.2 


191 


2.0 




1 


mMM/M 










I.Q. ■ 


WHITE 


N/A 


N/A 


1 N/A 






Qt;p 




•BLACK 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A* 


160 


99.0 












\ 

1 













*I.Q. Scores did not arrive in. time to compute 
Page Ho.J. of n Pages. 
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Page No._7_ of Jl Pages 



357 



SCHOOL.' LINCOUI 
. EIMNTARY 



STJiiIft)RD ACHISVEJer TEST SIMY 
GRABE - 2 - 

NATIONAL NORM = 2.5., 





2 

RACE • 


3 

NO. 

STUDEJIT 

,0 


4 

HEilN • 
(C0L#3) 


5 

(COL 3) 


HEDIAN 111 PUPILS 
THIS PROPOSAL 

NUMBER IMEDIAN 


DISTRICTWIDE.M 


Ninffl"R OF l] 
RESPONSES ] 


m\ GRADE 
SQUIVALEIIC! 


VOCABULARI . 


•WHITE 


53 


3.06 


■• 2.7- 


406 


2.7 


1162 


2.73. 


BLACK 


10 


2.11 


2.0 


196 . 


2,00 






HEADINC-A 


WHITS SI 


2.45 


2,40 


il06 1 


2.7 


1165 


2,49 




10 




UO 


. 122-J 








REOTG-B 




.Ji 


■2.79 


2,60 


AC6 


2.7 






BUCK 


10 


2.24 


2.00 


197 


2,20 








MTE 


-M 








?.9 


m ■ 




BLACK 


10 


2.35 


. 1.80 


197 ■ 


2.10' 






WORD STUDY 

• 


WHITS 


53 


2,83 


2.40 








1 rnn 


BLACK 


10 


2.33 


1.90 


197 . 






TOTAL READniG 


WHITE 


53 


^ 2,86 


2.40 


404 


3.1 


1117 


3.07 


BLACK 


9 


2.33 


1.90 


191 


1 2.0 














B 





111.8 
103.1 



109.0 
95.0 



PageNo.l of il Pages 



SCHOOL: LONGFELLOW SMRD ACHIEVEMEJIT TEST SOKMARY 

ELEMENTARY GRADE . 2 - 

NATIONAI.ra = 2.5 ' 



SUB-TSST 


2 


3 

STUD'DIT 


4 


5 


MEDIAN ALE' POPILS 
THIS PROPOSE 


DISTRICWIDKM 






(C0«3) 


RESPONSES 


EQUIVALEKCY 






: m 3); 




ifC'T\T 111 

MEDIAN 


lUUiiDUiiAUx 


UWTTTT 








406 


2.7 


1162 


2.73 




EACK 


16 


1.68 ! 


1,50 


196 ■ 


2.00 






READIKG-A 


WHITS 


25 


2.4^ " 


2,20 


ir\L 


2.7 


1165 


2.i9 




BUCK... 


1 "7 

1/ 




1 CA 


197 


, u., 










LJ 


^ /J i 


9 fin 










s 


BUCK 


17 


I.:? 


1.80 




2.20 


• 
















?.q 


116/, 






BLACK 


17 




1.50 


197 


2.10 






fin Tin fMTtTTT^Tf 

WORD STCDi 


, WHITE 


25 




2.:') 


i07 


?.Q 


HAP 


mo 




EACK 


17 


1.93 J ]X 


197 ■ 








TOTAL READKG 


WHITE 


25 




404 


3.1 


1117. 


3.07 




BLACK 


17 


1.78 


[ ■:]■' 


191 


2.0 






m///Mm 










VHITE 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 




in9.n 








BLACK 


:N/A 


N/A 


! N/A* 


160 


99.0 












1 













♦Scores did not arrive in time to compute 

Page No. J of 11 Pages 



SCHOOL! MCKm . ST w ACHisvDer TEST snrnRi 
mmm grade .. 2 - 

raomM = 2.5 



SUB-TEST 


2 


3 

liO. 

STUDHIIT 


L 

rxAN 
(C0L#3) 


5 

MEDIAN . 
(COL 3) 


MEDIAN AIL PUPILS 
raiS PROPOSAL 


DISTRICTtflDEM 


MEROF 1 
RESPONSES 


M GRADE 


MBER 


eiAN 


VOC;iULAR! 






2.81 


3.00 


406 . 


2.7 


1162 


2.73 


BLACK 




2,87 


. 2.20 


196 


2.00 






HSADINU 


WHITE 


21 


2.79 


2,9 


A06 


2.7 


1165 


2 


BLACK.., 








197 


1.9 






READIIIG-3 


WHITE 


11 


2.94 


2,9 




2.7 


m 




BLACK 


1 


3.00 


2.70 


197. 


2.20 








BLACK 


11 ■ , 1 
7 


3.4 
3.47 


3.5 J 
2.90 


197 


2,10 




?.Pi 


yORD STDDI 


WHITE 


28 


4.34 




zn? 






inn 


BLACK 


7 


4.27 


2.50 


197 


?.l 






TOTAL READDIG 


WHITS 


27 


3.76 


3.7 


404 


3.1 


113.7 


3.07 


BLACK 


7 


3.20 


3.50 


191 


2.0" 






m////my///M 












WHITE 


26 


105.8 


110.0^ 




ino.n 


9'jO 


1Q7-7 


BLACK 


7 


101.2 


99.0 . 


160 


99.0 






Hi 


6 
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363 



SCBOOL: BURNS ' • STJiiFCHD ACHir^M? TEST SOM! 

ELEMENTARY ' GRADE - 3 - 

NATIONAL tt= 3.5 ■ 



SUB-iSSt 


2 / 


. 3 

NO 


L 

MEAN 


5 

tEDIAlf 


PIAN ALL BJPILS 


DISTRICTWIDE MEAN 


THIS PROPOSAL 




eaih' grade 






STDi'EflT 


(C0LI3) 


.(COL 3) 


NUMBER , 


ffiDIAN 


RESPONSES 2 


iQiEVAm^cr 








1 ft7 




A07 




liji 


— 


BLACK 




3.28 


0 Q 

2,8 


152 > 


2.7' • 








WHITE 


31 


3.02 


3.1 


ioa 


3.(-' 


1153 ■ 


3.38 


BLAGK^^ 


1^ ; 


1 TO 




153 


2,5 










30 


U 


3.1 




3.5 


1152 


3.55 


BLACK = 


15 


3.^9 


3.2 


153 


2.7 






RiADiI^G-^j^iS 




31 


j,l 




AQ8 


3.6 


1153 1 






BLACK 


15 


3.6 


3.2 


15? 


2.7 






VOBB STUDY 


ViilTE 


ji 




2 5 


107 i 








BLACK 


15 


3i68 


3.2 








■1* 


TOTAL READING 


WHITE 


31. 


3.1 


. ■ 2.8 


^2 j 


3.6: 




O-flC- - 


BLACK 


15 


3.58 


3.0 


151 i 








'M/m/M/i 










' VHITS 


'■ 2' 


106.9 


105 


277 ■ 


B_ 




. 1f)f..3 — 


BLACK 


13 


106.9 


IdB 


128^ 1 


99', 




































r 


1 





Page No.J. of U Pages 



SCHOOLt BURTOU- 

EIMNTaY 



STAKFORD ACHIIMli' TEST SMI 
GEADE-3. 

■ NATim NOEM " 3.5 . 



1 



SOB-TEST" 


2 

RACE 


3 

NO. 


J 

m 

(C0L#3) 


5 

MEDIAN. 


MEDIAN ALL MILS 
THIS PROPOSE 


DiarRIOTIDE MEAN , 


NUMBER OF. 


{EAN GRADE 


(COL 'i) 


PlUnDLA 




VOCABULAR! 


"white 


58. 


3.15 


3.0 


L(fl 

ttw 1 










51 


2,3 


2.1 


152 


2.7' 










58 


3.0 


3,1 


4U0 


* 

;.4 


/ U53 • 


3.38 


• Black ' 


51 


2,47 


2.2 


153 


2.5 


/ ; 




HEADING-B 


WHITE 


CD 


iUi 






3.5 ■! 


1152 




1 

i 


51 


2.5 


2.2 


153 


•1 

2.7 






. READr;G-A£c3 


'.ffllTE 


58 


■ 3.16.. 


3.2 


408 




1153. 






51 




2.3 


. 153/ 


2,7 






WOHD SrCDY 


' WHITE 


58 


3.37 


2.8 


A07 


^.7 


134,7 




BLACK ■ 


49 


2,48 




151 


2.4 






TOTAL mm . 


WHITE , 


5? 


3.1 


2.9 


402 


3.6 


U39 


3.65 


BLACK 


49 


• 2.6 


2.2 


151 


2.6 






mmmm 






I.Q. , 


'WHITS 


52 


10:1 


103 


..272 


m 






BLACK 


49 


96 


97 


128 


99 


n V 
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368 



■ 1' w 



10 
1^ 



SCHOOL: DIEHL- ' STAJIFORD AaHEVEHENT TEST SIM! 
'-'ELEffimY GRADE - 3- 

MT10NAL^J01 = 3.5 




Page Ho,l of UTagea 



, i 
J' 



369 



SCHOOL: mm , STJeiFCHD ACHIEVSffl!^ 7EST,»JlR! 

ELEMENTARY GRADE - 2'- 

•MTI0mi!0HM'=2.5 



SUB-T2ST , 


2 

RACE . 


3 

IIO. 

STUDEIIT 


MEAN 

(■C0L#3) 


5 

mm , 


MEDIAN ALL PUPILS 
THIS PROPOSAL 


DISTKICTWIDE.EAN 


MEROF 1 
RESPONSES 1 

f 


m GRADE 
rnOALEIlC! 


. (COL 3) 


NUMBER 


©10 


VOCABULAR! 




45 '6 


2,,/ 3 


2.40 


406 


,2.7 


■ 1162 


2.73 


BLACK 


ft 


— 




■196 


12.00 






READING^A 


'rfKITE 


45 


'2.61 


2;50 


AD6 


2,7 


1165 


2./.9 


BUCK 


8 


2.01 


1.90 


197 








rf,;diijg-3 


vhite' 


45'' 


2.64 


2,50 ' 




2.7 






Tit tf^v 

BLACK 


8' 


2,22 


2.20 


197 


2.20 






READL\'&-.'ii3 








2„50 






nfi/, 


?.Q1 


BLACK 


8 


2.13 


2,10 ' 


197 


2.10 


/ ... 




wo'rd stodi 

0 


'«iITE 


45 


3.34 


2.9 










BLACK 


8 


2,17 


1.80 


197 








TOTAL READDIG 


' 


45 


3,17 


3.1 


404 


3.1 


'1117" • 


3.07 


BLACK 


8 


2.31 


1.90 


191 


2.0 






mm//m 












' 33 


109.4 


108.0 




inq.n. 




107.7 ,. 


BLACK 


7 


97.7 


95.0 


160 


99.0 
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SCHOOL; EDISOl ' 
ELGIENIARY 



STlVFCHD ACHIETOr TEST mm 
GRiiJ}E.3. 

= 3.5 




Page No,£ of JlPages 



SCHOOL: GARFIEID STilOT ACHIEVDffir TEST SM! 

VJimW - .3 - 

NATIONAL NORM = 3.5 



t 

era T7CT 


2 ■ 

RAGE 


3 

NO. 


MEAN 


5 

HEDIiK . 


MEDIAN ALL PUPILS 


nTSTPJCTk^DE MEM 


. THIS PROPOSE 


NUMBER OF 


EAN GRADE 










(COL 3) 


NUMBER 


MEDIAl^ 


RESPONSES 


;QUIVAI£NCf 


VOOABULAR! 


WHITE 


17 


2,9 


2.7 


407 




1151 




BLACK 


25 


2.3 


2,0 


152 


2.7. 






R2;ST1^G-A . 


WHITE 


17 


3.^7 


3.4 


, 408 ■ 


3.4' 


U53' 


3.38 


BLACL. 


.25 


2.86 


2.5 


' 153 


2.5 






" READIIIG-B 


WHITE 


17 


3.25- 


3.1 


407 


3.5 


1152 


•3.55 




M 


25 


2.66 


2.2 


153 


2,7 


• 




READHG-A£:3 


'i^'rilTE 


17 


3.4 


3.1 


m ■ 




1153 




BLACK 


25 


2.78 


2.3 


it 


2.7 






WORD ?riDY 


wnrE 

nib ^ 


17 


3.6 = 


3,3 






. W - 




BLACK 


25 


2.49 


2.0 














17 , 


3.37 


3.4 ■ 


402 


3.6 


1139 


• 3.65 


BLACK 


25 


2.6 


2.2 


151 . 


2.6 _' 
















WHITE 


10 


103.8 


100 


277 








" BLACK 


22 


101.2 


103 


128 


99 




















... 





Page No.:! of J}M^^ 



SCHOOL; GUIWOOD • 
EIMNTARY 



STilliFCRD ACHIEVEMSI'IT TEST SDHHAE! 
GRJIDE - 3 - 

NATIONAL N01= 3.5 



SUB-TEST 


2 . 
RACE , 


3 

NO. 

STUESIT 


KEflN 
(00^3) 


5 


MEDIAN ALL PUPILS 
THIS PROPOSfJi 


DisTRicT^:iDE m ■ 


NUMBER OF !• 
RESPONSES b 


IQUIVAIBC : 


(COL 3) 




^lEDIAN 


VOCABQUR! 




50 


4,37 


4,3 


■i07 


M, 


1151' 


3.54 




1 


2.1 


2.1' 




r 










50 


4.0 


,4,2 


406 


3.4 






BLACL-.. 




2.8 


2,8 


^ 153 


2^5 






n" iHT VTr» T1 

■ v 

■ \ 






4 65 


4.4 


407 • 


3.5 






BLACK 


1 


3.5 


3.5 ■ 


153 


2.7 






!EADI];G-i>icB 




50 . 


4,67 


4.4 


408 , 


?.6 


ii» " 


3.57 


BLACK 


• 1 


3,2 


3.2 


153 


2,7 






WORD STUDY ■ 


' VHITE 


50- 


4.79 


4.8 




l]i7^ ™. 




BLACK 


I 


2,5 


2,5 


151 


2,4 ' 






TOTAL READING 


VHITE 


49 


4.7 


4.6 


402 


3.6 


U39 


3.65 


BLACK 


1 


2.9 


2.9 


151 


2.S 






'M/mm 








I.Q. 


MTS 


N/A 


■ S/A ° 


N/A 


277 




914 




BLACK 


N/A - 


N/A 


N/A* 


128 


99 




















1 
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*I,Q. .'scores did not arrive . 'm to compute 



ERIC 



SCHOOLS mim , staiim 'ACHIEVM^ kst som 

' ' ELEMEOTARY ' GRADE - '} - 

NATIONAL NORM = 3.5 



SUB-TEST 


2 . 
RACE 


3 ^ 

NO. 


MEAN . 


5 

mm 


MEDIAN ALL, PUPILS 
THIS PROPOSAL 


DISTRICTWIDE M 


II 1 1 _ 

NUMBEROF 1 


EAN GRADE 








^VOCABOIAR! 


VKITE 


48 


3.8 


3.8 






1151 






6 ' 


2.66 


2.8 


IJC 


2.7' 






R£;j)I!IG-A. 


WHITE 


48 


■•3.5 


" 3.8' 


, 408 


3.4 ■ 








6 


2J5 




153 


2.5 






READIW^ . 


WIITE 


48 


'4.0 


3.7 


407 


3.5 


1152 


3.55 


'BUCK 


6 . 


3.1 


2.8 


153 


2.7 








mit 1 


48 


4.0 


4.0 


408 


J.6' 


11?? 






6 


3.0 


2.5' 


153- 


2.7 , 






VGRD SltlD! 


'wHITE 






4.0 


407 


\1 „., 


1,]/,7 ^ ■ 




BLAlih 


6 


3.1 


2.1 




2.4 






TOTAL ESADEIG 


VHITE 


48 


4.29 


4.1 


402 


3.6 


n39 


■ . 3.65 


BLACK 


6 


2,86 




151 








'//M/mmi 






l.Q. ■ 


'JHITE 


: 40- 


411.5 


\ll 


277 


m 




inf., 3 


BLACK 


3 


105.3 


104 


128 


99; 










f 
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'■■ SCHOOL: mm • SMiFCHD ACHIEteQr .TEST SlttfeRT 

ELEMENTARY . , GRADE -* 3 . 

NATIONE NORM = 3.5 



t 

SUB-TEST 


2 . 


3 , 

MA 

STUE'2IT 


I 

(«3) 


■ 5 ■ 
(COL 3) 


MEDIAN ALL FUFILS\ 
THIS FROPOS^i, 


DISTRimE m 


NUMBER OF 1 
RESPONSES' . 


m GHADE 
SQUIVASC 


mm 


MAN 


VOCABULAill' 






3o8 


3.4 


i07 • 




1151 


3.54 


, BLACK' 


4 


2.7 


2.7 ' 


152 


2^7' 


^ 1 








61 


3 79 


3 7 


i08 


3.4' 


1153 


3.38 


BLACK_ 


4 




1 in J 


153 •• 


2A 






rz;j)ij;GtB 




. 61 


4.1 


3.7 


407 


3.5 


jll52 




M 


' 4 


3.0 


3.1 


153 


"2.7 




1 






hi" 


4a . 


3,8 


i408 ^ ■ 




1153 . . 


" 


BLACK 

1 


'4 • 


2o97 


■ 2.8 . 


^53 


2.7' 




■■■/ 


flCHD STUDT 


VtilTE 


61 . 


' 4.25 


' 4,0 




1.? 




.,.^i'?f. 


BLACK 

H 


4 ■ 


2.6 


2.1 


1?1; . 


•2,4 






■ TOTAL re.;dd;g 

• 


tfHITE ' ■ 


61 


4.19 


3,6 


/.02 


3.6 


1139 


3.65' 


BLACK 


'4 


■ 2,8 , 


2.6 


151' 


2/6 ■ 






fmrnm 


i„ . ■ , ' . t. • ■ ■■■ . 


I.Q. - 


VHITS- 


53 


112.1 ; 


112 


277 




' 91/,, , 




^ ;BLACX 


3 ■. 


96 


83 


' 128 


99, 












1 








\-'^ 





Page No,^ of ]] Pages 
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183 



SCHOOL: Mc KINLEY STilllFORD ACHIEVB©- TEST SDMiAR! . 

ELEMENTARY . GRADE - 3 

NATim NORM = 3.5 



SUB-TEST ' 


2 . 
RACE 


3 

NO. 

STUE'ENT 


4 

MEAN. 
(C0L#3) 


5 1 

(COL 3) 


MEDIAN All PUPILS 
THIS PROPOSAL 


DISTRICTWIDE MEAN 


RESPONSES 


^QUIVALENC 


NUMBER 


MEDIAN 


VOCABITLAR!' 


WHITE 


33 


3.6 


L 3.4 


A07 




1151 


3.54 


BLACK 


•10 


2.8 


2.4 


152 


2.7'. 






READING-A 


WHITE 


, 33 


3.6 


i3.3 


408 ■ 


3.4 


1153 


3.38 


3UCL. 


10 


3.0 


2,7 


153 


2.5 






•READING-B 


WHITE 


33 


3,6 


3„5 


407 


3.5 






BUCK 


10 


2.89 


2.6 




0 0 






READEiG-A^cB 


'rJHITE 


33 


3.7 


3.5 , 


408 


J.6 


1153 


jf?7 „ 


BLACK 


10 


2.96 


2J 


153 


2.7 






WORD STUDY ' 

> 


WHITE 


33 


4.5 


4.5 


407 


3.7 


n/,7 




BLACK 


10 


3.16 


2.5' 




2.4 






.lOIli.HEfflnC 


WHITE 


33 .. 


: 4.0 




402 ^ 


3.6 


1139 


3.65 


BLACK 


10 


. 3,0 


2.6 


151 


2.6 






wiiMiiiink 


) ...» 






WHITS 


28 


108.8 


112 


277 








BLACK 


9 


92 


91 


128 


99 




















1 ^ 





Page No. JOof llPages 



386 



SCBOOLj . 0m ■ STAIIFCHD ACHIEVEMMT TEST mm 

/■immm grade. 3. 

/' NAnONAL NOHM = 3.5 ' 



/ 

/ 

/ 



/<SI3.TSST 


2 . 

■RACE 


3 

NO, 


k 

m 


5 

mm. 


MEDIAN ALL PUPILS 
THIS PROPOSE 


DISTRICTWIDE MEAN 


NUMBER OF 
RESWNSES 


•lEl GRADE 
SQUIVAIENC: 


(cot '\\ 


WTTlLfDra 

UUMdISR 


mm 1 


VOCABULARI 


VHI7E 


hi 


3.4 


3,3 


i07 




1151 


.J.X 


BLACK 


1 


2.7 ■ 


2.0 




? 7' 






READLNG-A ■ 


WHITE 


hi 


3.2 


. 3.2 




3.i ■ 


1153 


3.38 


BUCL^ 


7 




9 7 


153 


2.5 






READIIIG-B 


VHITE 


42 


3.2 


3.1 


ISfJ 


3.5 • 


1152 " 


3.55 


BLACK 


7 


2,6 


2.7 


153 , 


2.7 






READLNG-A&B 


.'rfHITE 




3.37 


3.! ' 




J.6 


1153 


,Jtf7 , 




7 


2.6 


2.5" ' 


153 


2.7 






VOUD STDDI 




41 


3.3 


2.9 


A07 


•u 


mi 






7 


2,75 


2.1 ' 


1?1 


2,4 






TOTAL READING 


WHITE 


38 


3.37 


3.2 


i02 


3,6 


. 1139 ■ 


3.65 


BLACK, 


7 


2.9 


2,6 


151 


2.6 






7/mmM 




\ 


WHITE 


31 


108.2 


109 


277 




n 




BLACK 


6 


103.3 


105 


128 


99 






..... - 
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SCHOOL: BURNS STM ACHIEVEMENT TEST SMARI 

ELEMEOTARY GRADE . ^ - 

NATIONAL NORM, = ^,5 



SUB-TEST 


2 

RACE . 


3 

NO. 

STUDENT 


MEAN 
(C0L#3) 


5 

MEDIAN. 
(COL 3) 


MEDIAN ALL PUPILS 
THIS PROPOSAL 


DISTRicTWIDE MEAN 


NUMBER 


OF 

JES' 


MEAN GRADE 


NUMBER 


mm 


' RESPONJ 


VOCABULARI 


HHITE 


19 


3.6 


3.4 


35S 


LI 


md • 




ma 


24 


3.76 


3.6 


164 


u 






"1 


HEADING- . 
COMPREHEIISIOd 


WHITE 


■19'' .1 


3.8 






— I 

1111! 




i.59 ■ 


BLACK 


24- 


...9 . 

II ■ 


4.0 


163 


3.8 . 








WORD STUDY 


WHITE 


19 


. 4.18 


3J 


356 




1107 ' 


5.27 


BUCK 


24 


4.0 


3.3 


163 


. 3.'7 








TOTAL READING 


WHITE 


19 , 


4.26 


3.5 


U 




1100 






faUCK 


24 


3.89 


3.8 


160 


.17, 














! 
1 

1 




I.Q. 


. WHITE 


14 


88.4^^ 


82' 


278 


97 


937^ 


■97i5 


. BLACK 


21 


90.7 


91 


U5 


87 ' 


i 

1 





Pap 1 ofll Pages ■ i \ 

!89 



SCHOOIi! BURTON 



STiiJM'ACHiEVEHsr TEST mm 

GRADE - 1, - 
NATIOmKOEK-i.5 



SUBi-TEST 


2 

RACE 


3 

KO. 


4 

m ' 


«: k 

mm : 


mm ALL PUPILS 
THIS PROPOSAL . 


DISTRICTWIDI 
MM OF 


: HSAN . 
GAI} GRADE 




lUMBER 


MEDIAN 


VCC;3UUHT • 


WHITE 


55 


4.2 ■ 


4.G 




L7 


mo , 


A. 52 


BLACK 


55 


•3.5 


3;4 




3.i 






CC:^?H3ENSI0i} ■ 


WHITE 


56 


4.26 








m . 




BUCK 


55 


3.1: 


3.6 


163* ■ i 


3.8 






'rfCRD SToil ' 

V 


WHITE 


55 


4.85 


4.2 






1107 


5.27 ■ 


BLACK 


5'2 


-A 


'3.6 


163 


3.7 






1 

TOTAL muIG 


WHTE 


54 


. 4.58^ 








1100 




faUCK 


■52 


3.8 


3.7 


160 


3.7 








» 






I.Q. - 


' VHITE 


• 52 ■ 


'94.3 


94 


278 


97 


937 


^, 97,5. 


BLAGK 


53 


85.1 


83 


U5 


87 ^ 







/ 



/• 



Page 2 of 11^ Pages 

391 



/ 



ERIC 



Sm; DIEHL STANFORD ACHIEVEffiir TEST SIH^I 

ELEMENTARY .GRADE . i - 

NATIONAL NORK = il. 5 



SUB-TEST ■ 


2 

RA^CE 


3 
NO. 

STK'ENT 


k 

MEAN 
(COLfl'3) 


-5 

mm 


®IAN' ALL PUPILS 
THIS'PSDPOSAL 


mmCTWIDE MEAN 


MEROF tan GRADE 
' RESPONSES IeQUIVAIEKCY 


i HAT ^\ 

(COL 3) 


WMBER 


mm 


VCCABW . 

/ 

/ 


WHITE . 


36 


4.79 


4.7 




.Ll 


1110 




BLACK 


21 


3.79 


\ 




u 






coiiPRsesiOi? ^ 


WHITE ■ 


36 


kM 


4.8 




.L6 






BLACK 


21.,..- 


' 4.3 


4.1 


163 


\3.8 






WORD STODI 


\JHITE 


"36 


6.0 


6.3 


356 ' 




1107 


5.27 


BUCK 


21 


4,4 


3.7^ 


' 163 


3t?' 






TOTAL RSOTG 


WHITE 


36 


5.3 


5.2 


' 35L 


L8 


tlOO 


Iffi 


BUCK. 


21 


4.4/ 


4.2 


160' 


3.7 








■ • ■ 1 » '' 

' 1 








33. . 


101.3 , 


100 


278 


97 






BUCK 


21 


91J 


89 


U5 ' 


87 







I 

Page 3 of 11 Pages 

393 . 



S30LJ EDISON Sm'FORD ACHIEVElCir TEST SmilRI 

ELEMENTARY GRADE - ( - 

KATI0HilLN0RK = (,5 



Sl'B-TE.ST 


2 

RACE 


3 

NO. 

STUDENT 


k 

MEAN 
(C0L#3) 


5 , 
}OlAN . 
(COL 3) 


eiAN ALL PUPILS 
THIS PROPOSAL 


DISTRICTWIDE MEAN 


RESPONSES 


SQUIVALEIJCY 


LTJMBER 


mm 


TOCASULART 


WHITE 


25 


4,6 


4.7 


358 




IjJO 


A. 52 


EACK 


5 


3.48' 


2.9 




u 






COl^^REiENSlDi^ ■ 


WHITE 


25 


■ 4.59 


4.8 


359 


■ Lb 


1111 




9LACK 


5 


2.9 


2.0 


163 ^\ 


3,8 






WORD STODI 


WHITE 


25 


. 5.67 


5.1 


356 


^ 5.3 


1107 


5.27 


. BUCK 


5 


4.26 


2.2 


163 


3.7 






TOTAL READING 


WHITE 


25 


' 4.9 


4,8 




A.8 


UOO 




BUCK 


5 


3.1 


2.0 


160 


3.7 






t 






• I.Q. 


WHITE 


19 


92.89 


90 


278 


97, 


937 


97.5 


BUCK 


4 


87 


86 


U5 \\ 


87 







Page i of U Pages 

395' 



ERIC 




SCHOOLt GARFIELD 
ELEMENTARY 



Sm'FOHD ACHIEVED ■ TEST SDMI 
GRADE - i - 
NATIOHAL NORK = U 




Page 5 of 11 Pages 



397 



3'E 



0 

in 



aOOL: GI£NWOOD 
ELEMENTARY 



Sl^m ACHIEVZMEir TEST snmRi 
GRABE . I . 

mom m = l5 



DISTRICTWIDE MSAN 

NUMBER OF M GRADE 
RESPONSES EQUIVAlEKCy 






N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


278 


97 




97.5 


BUCK 


N/A 


; N/A 


N/A* 





87 







Page 6 of 11 Pages 



*I.Q. scores did not arrive in time to compute 



399 



ERIC 



400 



10 

8 



SCHOOL: JEFFERSON. 
EIIMENTARY 



Sm'FOHD ACHIEYEMDl^ TEST SIMRI 
GRJIDE . i . 
NATIONAL NORM = il.5 




Page 7 of 11 Pages 



4( 



SCHOOL: LINCOLN ' 
ELEMENTARY 



wm ACHiEVM'!*, mm 

■ GRADE. 
NAnomNOHK = A,5 




Page £ of 11 hges 



403 



SCHOOL: LONGFELLOW ' STANFORD ACHIEVEHEN'^ T£ST mm 
ELEMENTARY ,. GRADE . | - 

NATIONAL NORK = ^.5 ' 



SOB-TSST. 


2 

RACE 


3 

NO. 

STDI'ENT 


ffiJlN 
(C0L#3) 


5 

MEDIAN. 
(COL 3) 


m-ALL MLS 
THIS PROPOSE 


DISTRICMDE m. 


NU^IBER OF 


GRADE ' 


mu ■ 


MESIAIl 


t -. . - . 








u 






358 


U 


•1110 




BLACK 


1 


2.67 


2.4 


164 


U 






COl'lPE'IEHSIOri 


VHITE 


12 


3.9 


3.6 




•U 


im 


il,59 


BLACK 


7 


2.25 


17 


163 


. 3.8 






WORD STODT 


'■WHITE 


12 ■ 


3,65 


3.4 , 


356 




1107 


5.27. 


BUCK 


. 7 


2.47 


2.0 


163 


3.7 






TOTAL READING 


WHITE 


12 


3.76 


3.6 




4.? 


• IP, 


a 


faUCK 


7 


2.4 


2.2 


160 


3.7 












• I.Q. 


VHITE 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


'278 


97 


937 




BUCK 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A* 


U5 


87 







I.Q. scores did not arrive in tine to compute 
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405 ■ 



sms MC KINI£Y SMIFORD ACHIEVM'!' m MI 

. . .. NATIOm NOHM = i.5 



SOB-TSST ■ ^ 


2 

RACE 


, 3 
NO. 

STUDENT 


k 

(C0LI3) 


5 

MEDIAN . 


©lANALLPDPILS- 
mS PROPOSAL : 


mSTKCTMlDE MSAN v 


HESPOUSES 


ffAU GRADE ' 
:iSJIVALEKCY 


(COL 3) 


01BER 


HEDIB 


V'^^ I'^TH AT3V 

■3 




29 


4.7' 


4.7 






■ino 




BLACK- 


12. 


4.47' 


4.4 


164 


U 






?3ADIUG. . 
COI^PEMOiJ 


' WHITE 


29 


5.0 


4.9. 


259,. . 


■ U- 


mi 

ilU 




BLACK 


12 


4.73 


4.8 


163 


3.8 






WOHD STilDT 


■ VH^TE 


28 


6.69 


7.4 






' 1107 


' 5,27 


BUCK 


12 


6.35 


7.4 


163 


3.7 






TOTAL RSiDDJG 


WHITE 


28 


,5.8 


5.6 








i.8 


BUCK 


11 


5.25 


. 4.3 


160 ; 


3.1 „ 


















WHITE 


11 


103.2 


105 


278 


_97 






BUCK 


''If 


"lor 


"96" 


I U5 


87 - 




J 

» ^^^^^^^ 



Page 10 of 11 Pagec 



0 

0' 



SCHOOL! WAYNE 

ELEMEOTARY' 



STANFORD ACRIEVWt TEST SUM! 
GRADE . ( . 
NAt[0mN0RH = il,5 




% U of .u'pages 



410' 



SCHOOL: BURNS 

EUJENTARY 



STAHFOl ACHIEVEMaiT TEST SMI 
GRADE - 5 

NATIONAL mm = 5.5 




412 



ERIC 



SCHCOLj DIEHL SU'FORD ACHIEVEHEir test summary 

EIIMENIARY GRADE - 5 - 

NATIONAL NOl = 5.5 





2 

RACE 


3 

NO. 


L 

MEAN 


5 

mm. 


MEDIAN AH PUPILS 


DISTRICTl{[DE MEAN, 


THIS PROPOSAL ' 


NUMBER OF 


m GRADE 






STUTKiT 


(CCL#3) 


(COL 3) 


NUMBER 


MEDIAN 


F5SP0NSE.') 


VOCABCLAR! 


WHITE 


43 


6.0 


6.0 


381. 


5.4 


1142 


5.43 


EACK 


22 


4.72 


4ol0 


I6i 


4.1 






Em^ : 

COMPHSHENSIOi^ 


WH^TE 


_« 


5.87 


5.50 




■ 5.60 






BLACK 


22 


4o67 


4.50 


167 


4,40. 








WHITE 


^3 


6.73 


6.30 


399 . 


5ri- 


1158 


5.68 


WORD STUDY 


BLACK 


22 


5.49 


5.5 


170 


3.8 










43 


6.29 


5.5 






11^1 




TOTAL READBG 


, bLii.CK 


22 


5.25 


5.10 


168 


4.20 






I 

r 










I.Q. 


VHITE ■ 


38 


103.4 


102.0 


272 


102 


m 


qQ.2 


BLACK 


21 .. . 


94.9._ 


1 90.0 ■ 


139 _ 









hge 2 «f 10 Pages 



413 , 



SCHOOLi' EDOT STOT ACHIEMir TEST SMI 

ELEMENTARY ME * 5 " 

NATIONAL NORM = 5.5 



SD3-IiST • 


2 

RACE 


, 3 
NO, 


4 


c 

5 

MEDIill. 


MEDIAN AIL PUPILS;: 


DISTRICTWIDE mJaH 


THIS PROPOSE 


fWR OF 


IQUIVfflC. 










Nl« 


MEDIAN 


RESPONSES 


V0CA3M 


WHITE 


33 


5.38 


5,4 


381 


(54 


1142 


5.43r 


BLACK 


11 


4.30 


4,00 


164 


,/^,„, 






REjiDLNG- 
C0:<?E-IENSI0rt 


WHITE 


33 


5.86 


5.6 








5.Si- 


BLACK 


U, 


4.34 


3.5 


167. 


L40 






WORD STUDT 


WHITE 


33 . 


5.79 


4.80 






U58 


5.68 


BLACK 


U 


4.24 


3.40 


170 . 


3.8 






TOTAL READING 


WHITE 


33 


5.90 


5.30 




5.60 r 


- U51 




BUCK 


11 


4.42 


3.60 


168 


















WHITE 


29 


93,9 


89.0 


272 


102 _ 






BLACK 


10. 


82.CL 


82.0 


1 139 









Page 3 of 10 Pages 

' - . 416 

415' ■ • '■■ 

4 

( 



SCHOOL} GARFIELD 
EMNTARY 



ST^HFOED mmm'f test mm 

GRADE - 5 - 
NATMALNORir=5,5 




^ flf 10 Pages 



SCHOOL: GLEIOOD 
ELEMENTARY 



STiKFCRD ACHIEVEHSr TEST mm 
GRADE - 5 - 
NATIONAL mm = 5.5 



SOB-TEST 


2 

BAGE 

/■ 


3 

NO. 

sraT 




5 , 


PIAN All' PUPILS 


DISTRICTWIDE MEAN 


• 


MEAN ^ 
'(C0Lff3) 


.MEDliN:'- 
• (COL 3) 


ms PROPOSAL . 


NlJliEROF 


EAN-GRADE 








NUMBER 


HEDIAN 


RESPONSES 


rniiTVlTPUr 


VDCAM! ■ ■ 


, VHITE 


47 


6.31 


5.80 


381 




ma 


5.il3 




EACK 


i 


4.60 


4.60 




LI 












■ 6,37 


6.20 






1153 




CQMPHEIENSIOiJ 


BLACK 


1 


3.10 


3.10 


16.7 










.. WHITE 


47 


6.53 


6.60 






1158 


5.68 




BLACK 


_1 


._ 2.50 


2.50 


170 


3.8 






TOTAL READINC 


^. WHITS 


_47 


6.58 


' 6.60 








5.71 




BUCK' 


1 


2.90 


. 2.90 


168 


UP 




















WHITE 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


272 - 


102 








BUCK 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A* 











•Page 5 of 10 Papes 



*r.Q. scores did not arrive In time to compute 



420 



SCHOOL.' JEFFERSON 
ELEMENTARY 



Wm ACRIEMir TEST 
GRADE - 5 - 
NATIONAL NORl^ = 5.5 



SDB-TEST 


2 


3 

STTCSi'T 


(C0L#3) 


5 

(COL 3) 


MEDIAN AH PUPILS 
THIS PRDPOSAJ. 


DISTBICr^nOE MEAII ■ 


NUl-IBER OF , 
RESPONSES 


EAN GRADE' 
MVAIillCj « 


NUMBER 


MEDIAN, 


VOCABCLAR! 


VHITE 


51 


6.07 


C 0 

5.0 


' 381 . 


.5.4 


1H2 ; 


5.43 


BLACK 








164^ 








mm . ' 

COMPRrHENSIOil 


yaiTE 


51 


6,40 


6.2 


3?^ 


• 5.60 




5.63 


BLACK 


/ 


6^55 


• 6.40 


167 


4.40 






jwOHD STUDI 


■VHITE 





..Ml 








. U58 


5.68 


BLACK 


7 ' 


6.52 


5.0 


170 


3.8 






1 

TOTAL READHJG 


VHTS 


,'51 '■ 


6.34 


5.80 






• It 
1151 


„:5.7L„ 


bLACK 


•/ ' 


6.60, 


5.20,; 


16'8 


4.20 










WHITE 


41 


104.2 


102.0 


272 ' 


J2 






BUCK 


6. 


105.8 


106.0 


13? 


8? 







Page 6 of ]|>^ge3 



\ 



421' 



422 



SCKOOLj LINCOLN STAJIFCRD ACHIEVEHSr TEST SUMMARY 

ELEMENTARY ' GRADE - 5 

~ NATIONAL NORl^ =5.5 



SUB-TEST 


2 

RACE ■ 


3 

NO. . 
STULBIT 


}EAN 
(C0L#3) 


5 

MEDIAir 
(COL 3) 


MEDIAN AH PUPILS 
THIS PROPOSAL 


DISTRICrilDE MEAN ■ ■ 1 


EM OF 
RESPONSES 


m GRADE ■ 


NUl-EER 


mm ■ 


VCCABUIAR! ' 


WHITE 


60 




5,70 


381 




m 


5.(3 


BLACK 


9 


4,56 


4.00 


I6i 


— 0 

i.l 






READING. . 
COI^'RE'IENSIOd 


'»IHITE 


60 


6.12- 


6.00' 


396 


■5.60 


1153 


■ 5,63' 


BLACK 


9 


' 4o91 


4.60 


167- 


UO 




J - 


m STDDT 




60 




6.3 


W 




1158 


5.68 ■ 


BUCK 


9 


■ 4.01 


3.20 


' w 


3.8 






TOTAL READHIG 


VHITE 






6.20 






- 1151 


5.71 


.BUCK 


9 ' 


■■ 4,58 


4.10 


168 








. ■ ' I ' 


I.Q. 


'JHITE 




101.8 " 


103.0, 


272 . 


102 




'99.2 


BUCK 


± 


,83.1 


81.0 


139 


89 







Page 7 of 10 lages 

23 . . ■ ' 



ERIC 



.424 



/ 



SCHOOL:- ■ LONGFELLOW STillFCHD ACHIEVEHSir TEST mJM 

ELEMENTARY ' ME -5;- ' ; 

NATIONAL N0R14 = 5.5 



SUB-TEST 


2 

RACE 


3 
NO. 


- L 

MEAN 
I nor 


5 

MEDIAN, 


MEDIAN All PUPILS 
THIS PROPOSE 


DISTRICrJIDEMEAIl 


mm OF 


jVUiViUJuflvJ 


NUMBER 


MEDIAN 


V0CA3ULAR! 


. VHITE 


, 21 


5.87 


5.4 


381 


5.( 


.11^2 


5.^3 


BLACK 


' 9 ■ 


4.37 


4.7 


16^ 


LI 






COMPE-esiOn' 


mi 


21 


5.40 


5.20 


^96 




1153 




BLACK 


9 


3.67 


3.30 


167 








m STUDT 


^HITE 


^ 21 


5.16 


5.20 


399 


5.5 


1158 


5.68 


BLACK 


9 


2.93 


2.20 


170 


^-8 






TOTAL RSADIIJG 


WHITE 


21 


5.35 


5.20 


■m 








BLACK 


9 


■ 3.35 


3.00 


■168- 














WHITE 


N/A 


N/A ' 


N/A 


272 


102 




99.2 - 


BUCK 


N/A. 


N/A 


N/A* 


139 ' 









*I,Q, scores dt<l not arrive in time to compute 
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SCHOOL: MCKINLEY 
ELEMENTARY 



ST^JOT ACHIEVMT TEST mm 

mi - 5 «. 
NAnoNAL mm = 5,5 
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SCHOOL: mm - STINFORD ACHIEVQiSr JST SOmRI- 

EMNIARt GRADE - 5- 

HATIONE NOHM = 5.5 



SUB-TEST' . 


2 

RACE 


3 

NO. 


.4 
MEAN 
(C0LI3) 


5 

mw. 


MEDIM AH PUPILS 


DISTRICTMIDE MEAJI 


THIS PROPOSAL ' 


MEEROF 


[EUN GRADE 
IQUIVAIEJIC' 






STTCST 


(COL 3) 


NUMBER 


MEDIilN 


RESPONSES , 


VOCABuLARI 


WHITE 


71 


4.57 


4.4 


381 






5.il3 




■ BLACK 


57 


3.74 


3.4 


16a 


LI 






COMPHrHEIJSIGw 




76 


5.24 


5.20 








... 5.« . 


BLACK 


1 

61 


4.19 


3.90 


167 








'«HITE 


79 


5.33 


4.80 


399 ' 




■ U58 


5.68 


BUCK 


63 


3.60 


3.2 


170 ■ 


3.8 






TOTAL REmC- 


mat 


74 


5.30 


5.00 


394.„ 






S.71 


BUCK 


61 


4.04 


3.80 


168. 


uo 




















■ WHITS 


64 


96.3 


96.0 


272 


102 _ 






BLACK 


58.. 


83.1 


85.0 


139 


89 
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/'yUfr'J^/l^^An Erliiorml ' ' 

School Plm Reasonable 

It never gives up ' wreaking'. havoc everywhere else "•■ 

Never ,nincl that massive busing of sm-Jd "i" 
children- has proven time and n?n?n n!n . ' ^'"''e'lts from 

^.cross the country to T a IpTve scS out'^n'ni."""'.? ^""^'^ 
unsatisfactory method of trying to S ivom lTf 't^^^^ 
cially integrate schools. . ^ „ ° ^^"^ '^rgef white enroll- 

Never mind that the courts have told 'inH """" ' ' " '^'■"^^fow" i>"S- 

tlie HliC to back away from its by-the- 

numbers, bus-them-or-else demands. • "^"'y students.- some may argGT 

promise. * While allegedly building on' We strongly urge Erie school dir.. 

e fr. mework 0 the Erie proposal' the tors to reaffirm itf coSence in th If ' V 
HRC tnes agam to force wholesale bus- •• linski plan and present it fil^ ,0 Con;: ' 

"There no way you caaijust move ,09 " '''' 



4 



Erie Sckool^lm 
Gets Coif? 



Ml 



i30 
•1 
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Thn nnior Drovisions of the brought into balance Ihis year schools. GarfloUl al 316 F. 21sl 



by Ihe-Erle'SchSoI Boarfi have • graders^ from Wayne School 
been approved, by -'■Com- 1 will be transferred lo B^^^^^^ 
monweal h Court Judge Harry rather than to Edison School. 



A. Kramer. 
• Solicitor John Beatly said he 
learned the gist of Judge Kra- 
mer's ruling in a Tuesday 
phone call from his law clerk. 
The fulf text of his opinion will 
probably reach Erie Wcdnes-.j 
day. he said. • i * • J 

Kramer has ordered two •''g- 



*'Burton is out of balance, and 
that will help a Uttle bit," 
Beatty .iaid. ' 

The School^District had pro- 
posed no- changes at all. in the 
Burton enrollment.' which 
would remain over 50 per cent 
black. ■:. ' ^ ■ •) 
Judge Kramer agreed ^ to 



nificant modifications of the. give Erie until fall 1977 to fully 
iiilinski administr'aUon;s^-plan^ desegregate./' . the.: /.eastsme, 



for fall 1975. 
= Diehl School, whieh would 
bo out of balance by some- 
thing less than a dozen stu- 
dents in September, ' must be 



school. 



About-^'1800''' siudeals in 
grades one. through six will^be 
reassigne<l to new schools, 
most within walking distance 
of their homes. 

Only about forty more slu- 
dents will need bus^ trans- 
portation than are now'receiv- 
ing it. • . • 

Coinnienting.on the rulings, 
Uichnrd Aniiot. director of the 
Division, cf Education. Penn- 
sylvania Human . Relations 
Commission, told the- Morning 
.News Tuesday night that the 



The'court approvai'will al- previsions are generally in line 

low the city school district to' 

go ahead with closure of two 



of its oldest elementary 



with what the^ commission j 
wanted. i 
He said he was particularly 6 
happy with the decision to^ 
transfer studc/its to Burton to-] 
bring down the percentage of^j 
blacks at that school. / 
He said -he was glad the^ 
court brdered^an increase in^ 
students attending the school 
rather than simply taking 
black students out of Burton, \ 
I t^ccause he said Burton had a j 
["valuable program going on.** \ 
"The move of adding stu-J 
dents to Burton will only mean I 
increasing the number partici- ; 
pating in a fine program'"" he, 
said. \ 
Anliot pointed (Jut that if the^ 
Erie school district should re- * 
nege on the ruling, *nhey will. 
! be in violation of a court or-| 
" der, not just a PHRC order." J 
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integmtign-aid program. 

V nine eiemenlary schools this training P^y^.'^^tVinfpnS schools to be affected by, the, 

f^l over the objections of par- me ' '"^P "[^^J^f ".f?"; f "^^^^^^ ^Afy^. don't want this, tell desegration plan. , 
entsxwho insisted the board Richard H linski. ? J"^' " ^1°^"! ° , .. he said. ''You ' As designed, the special pro-.J 
was\ally endorsing a plan to;^beheve in them. ^^^^^^^^^^^^ t^^^^^^^^^^^^ help only to, 

only related decision nuier .ust be a significant. 




will insure" $^2,000 in federal from their plan 
Id to .finan^^ a • remedial ! But the critics were not sat;-. 

SSlhis^iafr^v "''This Whole program here is 
'Te L e schooiX will all) what Dr . I^Penna wan ed , 
show an increase in ^ack stu- when he f'rst.came to E le 
dents this fall as a resUlt of a I Mrs. Ponce insisted Many 
state mandated '-.schooK- in.> school directors sitting ■ here 
tpfration Dbn ' ' voted him: out because hey, 
T a'rl Burton. Burros/' didn't agree with ^ his ph.losa-^, 
Jefferson, Diehl. Edison. Glen-, phy. yet now we re getting the^ 
vvood Lincoln/' McKinley and ' same thug^^ ^^^^^^^.^ . 

According to board critic gressive schools superinten-. 
Mrs Willa Ponce of 2710 Cas- dent, was dumped from his^\ 
cade, the program planned by . post two years ago after elec- 
Erie school administrators lions placed a more trad t ona 
more than a reading project, '^^f group m, command ,_of; school 
'"Throuehout this whole pro-;; affairs, 
eram I see there is great em-^ "Mrs. Ponce. 1 hope you will 
Es on a pupil's^ttitudes ' accept my promise that we re 
and ocial attitudes." she said. not going to do any hing tha 
■■Sere's nothing in here toj goejJ>ga-st the_w^^^^^^^^ 

make this'**- 

cnmpnarnnt«;'V ■ *• program acceptable to the ep- 'f; 

• \r"po"nce' had. originally,: Sr?community. We can't take ; 



Friday, school 




■■There s noinuig m nere 6"-- — i 
keep it from getting on a per- ( community. HilinsV 
[sonal basis that will i, offend ^' "We're trying to 



objected to tl,e progranrwhen'= out something; because ■ oneN, 
Erie school administrators ' person objects. ,| 
proposed -it because it called ' However, the superintendent 
for behavior n.nHifi.ntinn and did assure objectors they 



'Lyneltf 'yttunucci ofll.i6 fr\ 23nl clinlleiif^es ^ 
a progrnm to smooth rncinl intcgrntinn in "nic-i-,; 
Erie elementary schools this fall, suggesting 
ivas a disguised plan to reshape children's /)r/i«r- V/. 
ior. She was joined by Mrs. IT'illa Ponce of 27l0:^,t 
Cascade ir/io looks on in the froiU row. (Tinie^-'' 



!\'ews Photo hy Joe Conistock) 
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ERIE, PA., TIMES, Thursday, July 1. 1976 




Approves 
Balanced Budget 

Vntino natterns were apparent, with 



ByWARDPIMLEY 
Erie school directors voted to approve a 
budget without a ux increase Monday just 
10 minutes before the new fiscal year be- 

^ The vote was 5-4, with Directors John N. 
Petrus. Mary.M. Lamary, Geraldine a 
Zum. Edmond T. Giovartnelli and Leonard 
L.LoCaslro voting for the budget. 
' Negative votes were cast by Directors 
John C. Harkins, Donald A. Lundeen, Ed- 
ward J Sparaga, and Anthony E. Narducci. 

The new budget, which extends throug 
June 30, 1977, carries a property Ux of SO.S 
mills with expenditures of J28,573,5U. 

It ensures the closing of Washington E e- 
menury School, 148 W. 2lst, and Jones Ele- 
Sry School. 155 E. 7th. and ^.iH-^ause 
Ploughing of about 169 district employes, 
according to figures released by the admin- 

■ 'Those S'es'show layoffs in the foUow- 
Ine areas; adroinistraUon, two; non-instruc- 
tional personnel, 78; and district sUff, in- 
cluding teachers, 89. 

Top administrators were to finalize lay- 
offs Thursday and said they would have 
firm figures on cutbaciu either Friday or 

• early next week. 

According to city assessment figures the 
average city Uxpayer's house is valued at 
bJtweL J12.000 and J15,000. The average 
UX to support the schools will range be- 
tween J366 and M75.50. The Ux will be col- 
lected during 1977. ' 

The adopted budget was the seventh 
budget directors voted on Monday and the 
only one to receive more than three votes, 
i Other proposals were three mills, 2V, mi Is. 
; ? mill Kth a potential rebate. 2^ m^ls 
■ with. a J5 occupational tax, 3% mills with a 
. rebate, and four mills with a reate. 



434 



Voting patterns were apparent, with Har- 
kins, Lundeen and Sparaga strong supfwr- . 

of at least a three-mill Ux increa e .. 
while Lamary, Giovannelli and Zurn only ;.; - 
supported the zero-mill '""ease ^ulget. 

Reaction to the approved budget by direc- 
tors and those attending the meeting, most- . 
ly teachers and administrators, was a mix- • 
ture of shock and bitterness. 

Those teachers whose preliminary fur- 
lough notices appear firm thanked Harkins 
and Sparaga for their support of budgets 
;^ommend%d by Supt. Richard P Hihnski., . 
which would have reUmed most of their ■ 
jobs. 

Francis P. Santicola. a field representa- 
tive for the PTnnsylvania State Education . 
Assn. (PSEA). which represents Erie teach- . 
ers called a meeting this afternoon to dis- • 
cuss several avenues of legal action the as- 
sociation could Uke to appeal the budget 
vote and teacher furloughs. 

He said PSEA is considering a lawsuit 
against the schiiol board and could ask the^ 
state Department of Education to place the. 
district in receivership and appoint direc- 
tors to replace those elected. 

He said there is preceden* (or this action 
in a school district in Allegheny County 
about five yfars ago. 

Harkins called the board vote irrespon- 
sible" and said those directors approving 
. the balanced budget, show a "disregard for 
students." He said the budget will Uke the 
district "20 steps backward educationally. . 
. . He also pledged not to take the vote- 
"lying down" and said he would Uke wha -. 
• ever legal action he could to approve a dif- ; 
ferent budget. . , -.u 

Hilinski said he would comply with the. 
board's vote and operate the district with; 
the balanced budget. . - ; 



Board Meets Tonight , 
To 'Glarifv' Budget, Tax 



1^3 



Erie's school board mccls 
lonlghl to "clarKy" Its budget. 
. for the coming year, while the 
! district's teachers continue 
•their angry protests against 

■ the balanced budget apparent- 
' ly approved last week. 

- On Thursday, Krle County 
'Judge Llndley McClelland 
\ ruled that the 76 tenr^.crs fur- 
loughed because o( that budget 
are entitled to hearings before 
thoy are laid off, 
He was acllng on a petition 

* filed on behalf of the teachers 
' by Eric Education Association 

legal counsel George Levin. 

Levin alleged that tho teach- 
ers, dlsmlsj^od In order to bal- 
ance the 1976-77 budget with- 
out a tnx Increase, were laid 
' off wlihou; the' hearings re- 
quired by law. 

■ Levin also alleged Iho dls? 
trlct did not follow "tho terms 
of the School Code for tho 
Commonwealth qf Pennsylva- 
nia .. . or the requirements 
concerning closing various 
programs and departments or 

* schools . . . (and) did not fol- 
ilow the terms of Ihe Master 
; Contract entered Into between 

* the nartles dated January 10, 
.1976;' 

i It wd:5 charged that tho 
I'teachers, dismissed allegedly 
on a seniority basis, had no 

■ way of determining If the dls- 
'trlct's seniority ^assessment Is 

correct. 

* Lovln ternved^tlie board's ac- 
tion "arbitrary,, capricious and 
in bad faith." 

V Of the 7^ teachers listed In 
*the complaint, 55 signed the 

* petition presented to the court. 
/ The letter dlsmls'jlng the 

teachers was bitterly com- 
1 plained of In the pellllon. 

It was* written. by Superln- 
tencTent of Schools Richard HI* 
linskl. 

••The School District of the 
City of Erie has completed 
( teaching assignments for the 
f school year 1976-1977," It be- 



gan. "These positions wero 
filled under the provisions of 
the Master Contract and every 
attempt was made to find po- 
sitions for all staff members. 
"'With declining school en- 
rollments and the closing of 
school buildings, this was a 
very^dlfflcult task. It became 
necessary to reduce the pro- 
fessional staff. 

"This letter li to Inform you 
that you will be released from 
7our teaching position effec- 
tive June 16. 1976." 

Tho first court move by the 
teachers completed, educators 
began to move toward Ihelr 
second threat of, demanding a 
recall of Erie school directors. 

Teacher spokesman Francis 
Santlcola said the EEA will 
wait until after Friday's meet- 
ing to start obtaining the 10 
taxpayer' signatures needed to 
take the recall petition Into 
court. 

He added ho expected the 
teachers* union to go ahead : 
with the recall effort even If 
tho board changes Its stand 
and adopts a tax Increase that 
would allow the furloughed 
teachers to bo rehired. 

If the court rules that board 
members have failed to- per- 
form their duties as required 
by the School Code, "the direc- 
tors could be removed from 
office and replacements ap- 
pointed to fill out their terms. 

Many of the. affected teach- 
ers, as well as delegations of: 
students and parents, are ex*' 
pected to fill the school dis- 
trict auditorium at 1611 Peach 
for the 8 p.m. special meeting, 

Members jf sports, teams 
whose coaches were on the list 
of dismissed teachers ' also 
plan to appear to protest. . 

Acting on Solicitor John 
Deatty's advlce^^the board will 
vote again on Iti 1976«77 budg- 
et, to clear up problems that 
could result from the Informal 



wording of last week's budget 
resolution. 

According to Beatty'i opin- 
ion, board members, could also 
legally adopt a- different budg- 
et If one of the flvi directors 
who voted for the no-tax-hlko 
budget has changed his mind. 
Donald 

What the board declues will 
affect the' fives of many per- 
sons', especially those who 
have already been laid off In 
anticipation of a so-called 
^"zero-mill" budget. 

The layoffs have dipped Into 
teachers with y.eors of ex- 
pprlcnce. And there may be no 
teaching Jobs for these people 
elsewhere. ^ 

"I don't want to abandon 
teaching, unless I'm forced 
to." Chris Patollta told tho 
NEWS. ,She has taught In the 
Erie system for three^years, 
and Is \yorklng' towards her 
mastor'i degree,- 



She cnjoyn teaching very 
much, she says. "It's challeng- 
ing. The children are never 
dull. They're .Inquisitive. It's 
lust great." 

But she admits there are 
fewer Jobs for teachers than 
there once were.: 

And those Jobs aren't in the 
Erie area. . 

Things are better for teach- 
'^ers with some special skill. 
"I've taught here in Erie for 
three 'years, and I have my 
mast^er's, Ju.st about. In a few 
months. It's mlna," another 
teacher told tho NEWS, "And 
then I can be a .reading spe- 
cialist." 

There Is a "fairly wide mar-, 
ket for reading specialists," 
the teacher commented, "If 
« geography isn't an Issue." 

Others contacted by the 
NEWS said they simply <ildn't 
Know what would happen If, 
they were not called back. ; 



435 



Erie hoard 




up M mills 



B)BOBGUERREIN schools gel it all. 

' NEWS S;af( Reporter- But the bodgel is not fin- 

The Erie School Board schcd aiiminis- 

used a'twwnd-a-half mill '"tion has never prepared fig- 

ix increase at its special °" ^ Iwo-and a-half mill 

leeting Friday .evening - to ^^^^^^ ordered 

le.accompanirtient of shouts ^"P^"'''^'"^'^"^ ^^^^^^^ Hi- 

' joy from a large audience ^^^^ E've liem seven other 

: parents, teachen/and other ^nd they had re- 

lizeiis, cfiveil another one from him 

The Boartl had met to clari- ""finally. But none of those 

I its resolution of last w^k, ^ 'pand-a-half mill tax 

3ecifying/a so-called "zero- hilte budget, 

lill"' budget, That resolution ' "'^'s'" have to start hustling 

robabyidnotsetupalegal ^^^^^^1 morning;" a, school 

odget, the, board's solicitor administrator told (he NEWS, ,, 

)ldthem. ' The motion, on the increase 

Along with the 33:mill budg- proposed 'by Dr. Anthony 

: goes a Jlfl percapTta'oc- I^'oting' for were 

Jpalional tai. wiich'enables ^r. John Petrus, 

le school district to share the P^^''''^"' * Harlcins, Ed 

:cu|)ationaI private tax Erie ^P^"?^- ^i Lundefn, 

3W has. If lilt lily decides ^^^^^ against were Gerry 

ot to keep that lax, the ^^^iro, Ed Giova- 



nelli, and Mary Lamary, 
The .board will have to d^ 
cide'jusl how the money is to 
be spent, since no budget has 
been prepared for the set in-; 
crease. . The board has been- 
under heavy pressure, to keep 
Jones School open for at least 
another year, and to r^hire 
around 170 teachers and 
maintenance people who had 
been laid off in anticipation of 
a balanced budget 
Superintendent Hilinski told 
the ttoard most of the mainte- 
naiire people and teachers 
could ;Come back on a three- 
mill budget, and Jones could 
be kept open as well. 
The board will have to de- 
cide what its priorities ,are at 
a later meeting. The budget 
they passed is a half mill un- 
der what -Hilisnki estimated' 



would be neided to r^hire ev- 
ery'one, and uie occupational 
privilege tax iill bring in only 
around ?100,0(I0 next year, if 
the city shares it A mill nets 
the schools J460,OflO. ' 

Though pressure^ 'had 
mounted on the board during 
last week to raise themillage, 
several other motions ' were en- 
tertained before the two-and-a: 
half mills was agreed upon, • 

Len LoCastro opened, with a 
one-mill increase. This had 
been decided on' at the jast 
budget session before the for- 
mal adoption meeting, he said, 
and it deserved consideration. 

Debate on the issue followed 
last week's pattern, Mary La- 
mary said there was "a lot of 
fat" 411 the school system, and 
"a lot- of sacred cows" the ad- 
ministrators were afraid to 



touch. • 

But she gave no specifics, 
even though president Harkinj 
urged her to, and there were 
sho^uts of "Name them, name 
them" from the kudience. • ^ 

Don. Lundeei -.also com* 
pLinjd that directors would 
complain about'- waste, but 
only jn general terms, and 
that they would ask for budg- 
ets but give no directions 
about priorities in thenfir 

The one-mill increase was 
voted down, with only by 
Castro and Giovanelli voting 
for it',; . 

A three-mill hike' proposed* 
by, Don Ljindeen also failed,- 
Gerry Zunj'^and Mary Lamary 
said the tax burden on ordi-' 
nary citizens is already - too 
high, and they wanted no i'n-. 
crease. 
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rie 

MIASM. URin 




aiKing,: 1 

. „ , scbls consliloled cial iclimcc id its sclioolb. and rten 

m.MM,. J ^^Mm. . Judge Ilarrv Kramer olCommonKcallh 

■ ^' Erie, after all doc? r,ol seder [rom '^^ ^^^^ ^^"^'^ '^^t 

' on Ihe snores o! liie ml many ol maladies itiat currently °' °^ E™5 '° 

ake on earth have iound the trouble oiii,er major urban ccnicrs. ' " 1^'' '°' '^^■'"^'^ 




tne norinwesi extrcniiiv oi Pcnnsvlva- 

nia \rl:cre the snallou aiid allci;cdiv pu|. ' P'^" ?-lcd basically [or busing 

.. . . ' . luted «crs oi lie Eric »' It s aboiii i children out o; their neisbr- 

^,emsscr.oo! ew* E.^.h^elorv^alion'sint!: Wsandmn- 

solution IS Mltas-and not me r and an c.rfeni place to test 

achieve ii. , Times wtches ;n the v.iaicr, ., ■ 

re's a catch. Erie is not really Eric is loo small lo k bj; city, but ■ t'^^'^ were to be closed, and 

s a problem toward «hich to ^ " ' "'Cir s^J^fni bodies moved mostly, oi, 

■ . ' provincial as any comiiuiiity ol its size W oitier nearby schools. Rcmedia: 

J 'j J ""'^''t'l' ' courses, paid 'or bv (cdcral [iffids, we 

ne school Doard TO ordered ■ ,, , .. ^ c . > i i j- 

ennsvlvania H« Relaiions ' ^-^'^ « ^f^'S"^^. P'^^.^ers » f ^ '1^^;'^ ^'^ *re dis- 

in nearly live years ago to '^^f' F^cdure and P ^^'^'' ^'^^^^^ ^'^^^ '^°"5!!' 

te its elensntari' schools. The " ' '^K'^^''^' "^^'f 'if^' Pa'- 

:e at a time when the board. i[ 2"'' ^1"^^^ ^'^'^^'^ "'^^■cs P^tilic ^ ^^Wlc 'licy wre girding (or war ir, 

ale its problems on a descend- iraasporiaiion easy and get- the slrcets:on the first day of school in 

f-'t'rom one to ten. probably ^ '''' '"^P"^^'''''^' -^"i" Bdsioh last September, one ptrs'in 

h?ve ranked desc'-'^'aiion ''^'^'i'* fist, making Eric a great demonstrated in'Erie, . . 

' ■ SL'"''^'*''^^^ tsagood?lan:saidschoolssuper. 

dr rather .the lack of it, and . inicndcnt Richard R. Hiimski whose 

r ratiicr too rluch of it, have There is no major black ghetto in conservative educationa! policies have 

still are the school disirict's Erie, and although ihe city is dolii'd made him the darling of the board's 

icadachcs. To gel the top len ^'itti nuiaeroos' ethnic pockets, its traditionaiisi iaciion and the foe of the 

you'd just multiply by five. M populaiion of 13.8 per cent is weaker progressives. "It's a series of 

day. nobody here can say just Pfflt}' well scattered throughout the compromises and it works very well," 

;d the liraaii Relaiions Coni' ■'»"ii^''J"ity. Stniimeni for neighborhood im'^jy ,5 
|yuijl_diaM|htlhtjA^^^^^^^ 

H initially ignored the orcer, mc ncighoornoods-is intense 53,,, even tliou:h the board in R ad- 

was dragged into the courls. . [[ the school b 0 a r d, for e,um- mined in a consent order, lit was then 

is .good reason lo believe pie, had been ordered to correct the cth' controlled by progressives! that segrega- 



ttysijuabblesbenieenthe progressive 



str":isand intersections,' 



- i- nicimoalance in some'of its schools, it lion did cm in some ol its schools. . 

^eiKmemberswcrctruiyun. m\i have had a real problem. , -There are people who ihink' that 
that the racial inibalance in But the order was to correct the ra- some lof our) schools are better than 
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Others," said the superintendent. "All of " Vrik attending a National, Schocl ' One of the means osed to fire up tin 

our schools arc good ones; some are Boards convention in California several interest of the public was the decision !■. 

o.uisianding and others arc average." years ago, a member of the Eric •■cliool air monthly board .^jctings over a loca 

Bluck leaders in the city seem to .be ^^^'^^ ulcHiiictl licr lionctDW "^'f" f .educaiional television station. . 

neither for nor against the plan. " nationally-aired television show as ' The stalio,n's ratings soared t 

'A'obody reallv wants busing." said "'^ '^^^^^^ '^'I'"'""-' ^^^^ 

)lrs' Rubv'c .ieiikins an employe of the ^'^"'''J' ^^^^''^^^^ ^'"^ '^"S^''''"'"' 5"'^ '^^giconicdies fcaHirin; 

niVs tegaborhflod,kiionTeam" cWinjtetJonnny Carson. 

Oreani/aiion and a frciiucnt critic of the ' "'""S^""^ """5 '° ^^J' " 

: iiioo! board. "And walkin" is bad wi.fn ' ° " « school official. "Bui 1 nc mceiiiigs 1 

child has to walk too farw cross busv ^^^'^l ' ^''^^ ^ = " ^'^P'^' ^™ ^"''^^'^ P"^''^ ^ 

school board." ■ • • ; ■ Ferritio, urged its members to eilhe: 

^ The biggest rift on'ihe Erie 'stopriuarrclmgorgetofficlevision. 

CiV Mkf 'he monev ihcv 'uic'r'a ^"^^^ 6°' ' 

..^'a'ealinnplananduseitloimprove "^^^ .Ferriitos sugpiion, the PR to 

tiiesciiuolsthatneedimprovemeni,'' P"™^, , , ,„ ^'^^^^^,^"^0^ ol gagging I e board, 

J. , . "iliki, hi." ■ 'A the board in IS;3 At its next lelcviscd meeting, Hi 

trie 15:. satisfied wiih it s plan for after t|,c progresiives lost their major- board staged a famous first in Erie, 1 

school descgrcgation-.^spMally since it ,ty, says he is neither. • fired Ferriito on telcvision-live. 

. ^' yi am not a traditionalist and I am > ''God, 1 wasn't trying 'to gag anv 

/ •™ overly permissive," he said; ' I just ' body," 'says Fcrriiio,' a former new; 

fe^raer problems facing believe in doing wtat is needed to give paper reporter. "1 just told them the 

the ninc'incniber board still lacking a kids a good education." were making fools of themselves b, 

solution. Its racmbcr.s coping with each ' The tioard got its first real taste of staging a circus every month. The whoi' 

other IS one of them. progressive educational leadership m thing was blown out of proportion," ■ 

The nine member; are elcclcl at 113 tflien it hired Robert LaPeiina, a , Ferriito, hoiiever, was'not withoul ' 

large, and although all are Democrats young inicllecinal, as superintendent. ' job br lung. When ihe traditionalists r( 

la successful Republican is a collector's Lal'enna, in t h e words of a local gaincd,control of the board, he was re 

item in Erie County), they can't manage newspaper eiiecutive, "was 1 1 1: e a hired. LaPciina was Oicn fired on tclev, 

lofjcl along. , roman candle-going of] in all sion,. .•■' ' . 

Only^ recently, the board »cnt on a directions," ■ "He was a good guy, really," say 

retreat in an efion to foster some much- , Under him, the board began planning Ferritto, "He had some' good ideas an 

needed unity and cooperation wiihin its some radical changes-new prog|ams . a few weird ones. But all in all, I gues 

-•r-anksi^iie-rtsitlti-a-tttckettdtfitfg'atiig- and-Bew-pflheies4hai--wild-tiepal:fflf--he^i'as-good for Erie.' — r- 

over whether to travel first class or sec- even at Ihe cost of raising tarn One oILaPenna's ideas, according!: 

ond class when attending conventions "1 have to give him credit," said Hi-' Ferritto, was to boy ihe Queen liar;, 

and other out-of-town affairs. linski, a home-grown product of Cannon tow i[ to the city's celebrated peninsul; , 

Individual niciiibcrs also have curi- College. "He managed to get the people and convert it into cla.ssrooms.. ■ 

ous ways of stirring up the waters all by of Erie fired up and interested \i their "We convinced him it wasn't leas; 

schools," . ' ble;'saysFernlto. j'jj : 
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